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The design of the following pages, is to 
promote an investigation of the grounds upon 
which most protestant commentators have been 
led to consider the prophetic period mentioned 
by Daniel and St. John, as consisting of 1260 
years ; and I wish at the outset to inform the 
reader, that I am not about to propose any new 
mode of interpreting the prophecies, or any 
speculations about their fulfilment. My enquiry 
is simply, whether a certain doctrine, which is 
very commonly entertained, is well founded. I 
am aware that this will lead to a prejudice in 
the minds of some, because I have found many 
persons speaking and writing, as if, in some 
cases at least, it were better to hold a mistaken 
opinion, than none at all. With such I know 
not how to argue, because it seems to me, that 
the removal of error, where it exists, must be 
the first step towards the establishment of truth ; 
and I. had rather on any subject know nothing, 
than believe what is wrong. Whether I am 



opposing an error, it is not my province to 
decide, but fully believing that I am, I feel it 
a duty to promote investigation of the grounds 
on which it has been taken up. If I am wrong, 
and the doctrine which I oppose is well founded, 
such an enquiry will undoubtedly lead to its 
further confirmation, and it will not continue to 
rest on evidence which others, as well as myself, 
have found unsatisfactory; 

After much consideration, I feel convinced 
that, '* tke time, times, and dividing of time;'' 
'Dan-, vii. 25 : ** Tirne, times and a half;'' Dan. 
xii. 7 : " Time, times, and half a time;" Rev. 
^. i4!i f^-Fbrty and two months;'' Rev. xi. 2 — 
^iii. 5 : *^ The thousand two hundred and threescore 
days;'' Rev. xi. 3: denote a period of 1260 
^natural days i 

I believe it to be a rule of sound criticism, 
that we should take the literal sense of every 
writer, unless sufficient reasons can be given for 
■departing from it. Whether those generblly 
Assigned for the mystical interpretation of the 
- passages just cited, are satisfactory, I proceed 
to enquire. 

In order to put the reader in fuU possession 
of the subject^ I shall subjoin them as they 
stand at the beginning of Mr. Faber's DisBerta- 
tion on the 1260 years, becauito I believe that 
woit is generally known and respected, and 
contains all the arguments which I recollect to 



have seen produced in favour of the mystiqal 
interpretation by «jiy writer- Hei sa,ys, ^ 

"' That the 1260 days are not mere litercil 
'todays, but, that they are years, is alike manifest 
*' from the usage both of Daniel and St. John 
^^ themselves, from finding ourselves expressly 
*^ warranted by soripture to interpret a prophetic 
** dmf by a year, from the impossibility of all 
" the circumstances asciibed Ao the period of 
'' the 1260 days takx&g place within the short 
" compass of 1260 literal days,, and* .from the 
'f specii^cation of the period about which t^^ 
" 1260 days must have commenced. - ;/ 

''I. We may venture to assume, that the 
^"^ same mode of computation, which is used by 
^' an author in one passage of his writings, . will 
" be used by him in all other passages,; at least 
*^' in those, which are marked by .the coipmon 
*' feature of treating, not of the fate of indi*- 
^^ viduals, but of the, fortune of communiti9j&. 
" Hence, if any of the numerical prophecies of 
'/ Daniel and ^t« is>\m be already accomplished, 
/' we shall thereby have a clue for ascertaining 
^' the proper method of computing the numbers 
'^ mentioned in their other numerical prophecies. 
. '^Nqw we find that Daniel's famous pro^ 
'^ pheey q& the IQ toeeks, whatever particular 
'' di£|c«lties there may be in the explanation, of 
." it, has been proved, by the event of. our 
>' Lord's advent and dee^th, to speak, not of 



'^ weeks of days, but of weeks of t^ars : and we 
'* likewise find from the event, that the apoeeu^ 
" lifptic ten days' persecution of the church of 
*' Smyrna, (Rev. ii. 10) means the ten yoari 
" persecution carried on by Diocletian. • 1 5 

^' It seems, therefore, only natural to con- 
" elude, that the three times, or years andi^ halfi 
'' the 42 months, the 1260 days, the 2300 dayi, 
'* the 1290 days, the 1335 days, the three days and 
'^ a half, and the Jive months, of these two pro- 
** phets are to be computed in the same manner 
^' each day in each number being estimated as 
'' a year.'' 

Certainly nothing can be more reasonable 
than to assume, that the same mode of coitipu- 
tation which is used by an author in one pas^- 
sage of his writings, will be used by him in all 
other passages ; but why is it added, ** at leadt 
in those which are marked by the common fea- 
ture of treating not of the fate of individtals^^ 
but of the fortune of communities ? " Is it^cus'- 
tomary with writers when speaking of i/w/ewV 
duals, to adopt a mode of computation diifefent 
from that which they use when speaking ofi 
communities ? Can any writer be adduced, whose 
practice gives coIqut < to this limitation ? Who 
ever heard of such a thing, and what should 
lead us to think of making such a distinction in 
the present case ? Without it, indeed, it would 



have been impossible to bring forward the only 
passage in I>aniel which appears to favour the 
argument, or to setasiflie andther which seems 
to me directly t6 oppose it. 

The formed of thel^e passages is that respect- 
ing '' the 70 weeks," Which I do not deny to 
^ have been proved by the event, to be " weeks 
of yearfei'' T6 be sure the proposition itself, 
taken-strictly, would exclude this xiase ; for the 
period in question, though it stands in the scrip- 
ture in tertas^ of (/<2y^, months, BXid years, is liot 
calculated by tteeks. Waiving, however, this 
consideration, the argument obviously rests on 
the assumption, that the " seventy sevens" 
sjtok^nof by Daniel, would plaihlyaridiitiequi- 
vocally signify '* sevens of days," if taken* lite- 
rally. Yet it seems to me that we cdnhot 
pit)perly ^assume this ; and I hate consider aWe 
doubt whethefi^ttny persoii; ignorant of the fui- 
filmtent of the "prophecy, and conversant v^itH' 
the HebiHe^ Bible x^nly, would take it for grant- 
ed^ that- the prophet WAS sp^^king of wee^s (bi*' 
more prt)peitjr'^* feevdns'') of dOifs: ' * 

On thiiS'lJohrt I'thiilk that chrii^tian Writer^ 
have made a eondessiOn to infidek,' which th6 
Jews themsfelt«B do Afot ai^k; isttid which tnttfe 
dctets/ not requii*e/J Thfe Jews; ' however ' blin'd 
they may be to the fulfilment of this prediction, 
have Bfever been wholly ttaacquainted with the 
language of the pro^Wet,^ and the mode of 



computation and expression used by their own 
writers ; and when these points are considered, 
perhaps the reader will agree with me, that 
there is no such absolute necessity for a mysti- 
cal interpretation of the " seventj' weeks," as 
he may have supposed to exist. 



' (1) We are, ourselves, accustomed not only 
to speak of " weeks" (meaning exclusively 
weeks of days,) but also to calculate time, by 
weeks. Every reader is familiar with this, and 
is accustomed to speak of " three weeks," " six 
weeks," &c. He would think it strange if any 
one, in speaking or writing should, without 
some special reason, designate such periods by 
" twenty-one days," " forty-two days," &c. In 
short we commonly reduce days to weeks, weeks 
to months, and months to years. Such, how 
ever, I believe, was not the custom of the writ- 
ers of the Scripture. The period of the Feast 
of Weeks, was, indeed, fixed by counting seven 
weeks from a given time ; but beside this, I 
know of only one place in the scriptures," where 
a period is described, as consisting of any num- 
ber of weeks. This occurs Dan. x. 2, 3, where 
he states that he was sick during three weeks. 
In all other places, I think the reader will find 



" TToless Lev. %\i, 5, which will he apoken of presently, 
be also considered aa an exception. 
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periods of time ex^xcessfed in terms of days^ 
rnmUhSy or jfcars. And this even where the 
numbers, of days are such, as we should most 
probably reduce into weeks. Though Daniel, 
in the passage just quoted, speaks of *' three 
weeks," he expresses the same period in another 
place by "twenty-one days," OV TTTK oniw 
Daniel, x. 13* In L KingSj viii. 65, we read 
that Solomon held a feast ** seven days and 
seven days, even fourteen (or literally *four, 
ten') days," ittv nvanw DW JTJ?a«n DW nf^tf 
W. Here we may observe, that , the, word day 
is^ thrice repealled, and that the numbers ^et;m, 
fen,ia»d/Mr, are used four times, in ordart^ 
eotpress what we should call " two weeks," or 
a" fortnight." Again, in Gen. 1. 3,. we find a 
period of ten weeks expressed by "seventy 
days." Taking these circumstances into consir 
deration, I submit that we should not naturally 
expect a Hebrew writer to express a period of 
490 days by seventy weeks, and should consi- 
der it a3 somewhat singular, if we found that 
he had done ao.. .«• -a 

(2) As the Jews were not in the habit of 
calculating by vreeks, so it was not their custom 
rto;express the peraod of seven days by at^ one 
word. I believe it may be laid down as a gene- 
vmI ruky that the inspired writers did not use 
V^^y T\})yD or jrav, or ^my other word, to signify 
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a week, but that they expressed the period by 
a^** r)y2W(3 '' seven days."^ The psuBsage already 
cited from the first book of- Kiags will shew 

^ J say a general rule, because it may appear 1^ syiiLj^« 
that there are three exceptions to it ; and though I do not 
feel that they have much weight, I set them down — (1) LiBv. 
xii. 5. It is said "that a woman, after the 'birth of a male 
duidi shall be unclean '•' seven days,^' o*d* T}9:iTaf, a*d mfter 
tl^e birth of a (eqfiale, o*iMtt^ '' sevens/', or as we transliM^ei 
** two weeks.". Whether this is any tl^ng niore than such 
an elliptical form of expression, as is common in all Ian- 
ghages, T^hen (as In this case) the context renders any mis- 
take impossible, I do not determine. I have not found it 
ebewhere in the scriptures. > (2) Wishiiig to bring forwanl 
ey^y ^UQg which others might produce against my. stal^ 
ment, I add the *' seven" p:im, translated " week." Gen, 
xxix. 27, 28; though commentators are not agreed^ whether 
it relates to the days of Leah's wedding feast, or the years 
of Jacob's servitude. I am not aware of any other parti- 
cular exceptions, but there is (3) a general exception, wh^n 
the feast of weeks is spoken of. This feast,, which oaotiniied 
dpring seven days, fixed, by counting seven times segoen daya^ 
might naturally be called the feast of sevens ; but I believe, 
it IS not mentioned by that name more than eight times in 
the scriptures. These are, I believe, all the passages wliic*h 
seem to form any exception to the rule, that Whene^cfr a 
period of seven days is meant in the scripture, the word 
** days^' is expressed. In support of it, I might refer to 
nearly sixty passages which I have examined, but they^^may 
be so readily found, that it is needless. Cruden, in his 
Etaglish Concordance, (in the division ** seven days,*' under 
tiie word ** day,'') has collected more references than most 
readers will have the patience to turn out in a Hebrew 
Bible^ and quite enough, to establish the rule. 
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how the word '' day'- is repeated ; and, that 
from the book of Daniel, though it formed an 
exception to the' last rule, falls under this, for, 
in speaking of his sickness, he expressly says, 
that it lai^d during three *^ sevens of days. '^ 
Such (except in the few places noticed below) 
I believe to be the invariable practice of the 
sacred writers. The word days, accompanying 
" seven'*^ will be recollected, if it has not been 
remarked, by the reader ; and perhaps he will 
agree with ine, that in a passage where the 
word ^'sevens" stands by itself, it is by no 
iseans to be assumed, that sevens of days wre 
mtiant, when every writer of the ScriptureiS, 
who has occasion to mention that period, ex- 
presses- it in a different manAer. Might not a 
Jew, before the fulfilment of the prophecy, 
have fairly argued, that if Daniel had meant 
*^ sevens of days," he would, in conformity with 
the custom of all the sacred writers, and in 
consistency with himself, have inserted the 
'vs^Qjrd " days ? " That as he had not done so, 
it was at least probable, that he meant some 
other sevens? 

(3) I not only believe that a Jew might fairly 

arg^e thus, but it seems to me likely that he 

would, because I find the Misnic writers using 

the very word which we translate *' week," in 

Daniel's prophecy, to signify the space bettvem 

c 



o/ie sabbatical year and another. As far as I have 
observed, this period is uniformly expressed in 
the Mishna by jroc placed simply — that is, as 
it stands in the book of Daniel, and without any 
addition to signify that years are meant. Thus, 
in one place/ we read of taking a field for a 
" few years," nitayiD D'jtt^, where the reader 
will observe, that years are specified ; but the 
next section speaks of taking it for " one seven," 
riT\» yoiy. We find, too, the " remaining years 
of the seven" repeatedly expressed by TKiy 
V\2V 'jiy.* The tenth section of Baba Metzia, 
already cited, not only shews that the Jewish 
writers understood by y\2V, a period of seven 
years, but that they used it particularly to ex- 
press the period between one sabbatical year 
and another. The point there decided is the 
difference between taking a field for " one se- 
ven," jviK rQiy^, and for " seven years," yyo 
D'aw. In the former case the tenant, and in the 
latter the landlord, was to bear the loss of the 
sabbatical year ; a rule as just and equitable, 
as it would be among us to decide, that he who 
hires a labourer for " a week" has a right to 
only six days' labour, while he who bargains for 
"seven days" service, has a right to the full 
number. 

I do not say that jroty is never used by these 
writers to signify a week of days, because I 



' Baba Metzia, c. iji. S 9, 10. ^ Sheviith, c. iv. % 7, 
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know it is sometimes to be found in that sense ; 
but^ as far as I know, they most ccmmK)Rly use 
/IM^, or Dty nsf^V. Their use of the word, 
however, is the most striking when they have 
occasion to speak of sevens of dat/s, and sevens 
of years y in the same sentence. When this 
happens, they express the week of days by 
AUtf, and the week of years by ynstD. Thus in 
Nedarim; c, viii. § 1, the duration of vows is 
discussed when made in terms of ^^ to-day," 
DPn; *' this week," ')tiia0; "this month," rrr 
n? ; *'this year," •)? rm ; ''this seven J' m yiCW. 
The same series is repeated in the same sec- 
tion ; and, m Baba Metzia, c. ix. ^11, we 
read of a workman of a tree*, of a rmmth, of a 
year, of a seven ; rm lottf, tcrrr TW, rsifD Taef 

On these grounds, I think that a reader of 
Daniel, who had not heard the period, called 
" 70 weeks," or been in any way prepossessed 
oh the subject, would not necessarily suppose 
that the prophet spoke of *' sevens" of days, 
wA might very probably understand him to 
idpeak of '^ sevens" of years, I have entered 
into this matter the more fully, because I have 
hot seen either of these points stated, though 
they seem to be of some importance, not only to 
my own argument, but towards illustrating the 
prophecy of the 70 weeks.*' 

'^ Since I put together these remarks, I haye found the' 
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For my own purpose, perhaps, it would 
have been sufficient to point out the "sevens 
of days" (Dan. x. 2, 3), fbr dut ienqtliry is sim- 
ply, whether Daniel does in his prophecy of 

following brief, but confirmatory, note, in Grotius. " ^- 
ivuginta Hebdomades. Annonim. Ita enim mos erat lo- 
quendi, et manet apud Thalmudicos. Ideo ubi de diemm, 
hebdomade agitur solet adjici cUerum liomen. £zek. xlr. 
21 ; infra x. 2 and 3, in Hebraeo.'^ The very excellent and 
learned author of the history of the Jews, in the Universal 
History^ says, ** The generality of the Jews do agree with 
up^ that those prophetic weeks are weeks of years, or of a 
day for a year, according to the prophetic style" (vol. X. 
p. 47t). He gives no authority, and I suspect he would 
k&ve had sbme difficulty in finding one, among the Jews, 
for eidliiig-such a calculation as a day for a year, *^ accord- 
log to the prophetic style ;" and I think the reader will 
have found better reasons for their agreeing with us that the 
tevens are sevens of years. '* Nee diffitentur Judsei .... Sic 
ergo Aben Ezra, ex R. Saadia t^>im on o^initt^ 7\hvK hcs 
hebdomads sunt annorum id est Sabbathici. £t probat 1. 
quia paulo post Daniel loquitur de Hebdomadibus Dieriim 
quee limitatio hie abest.'^ — L&^dekker de Repub, Hebr, ii. 
d89. 

I will not dissemble, however, that, at one period, the 
Jews appear to have had a mystical interpretation of the 
** times*' of Daniel, which they considered as centuries. 
Thus Justin Martyr, speaking of the reign of Antichrist, 
says to Trypho, v^cic oyvoaircc Toaov y^Qvov BiaKarexeiv 
^cXXec, aXK.0 tiyeiff^s, rov yap Kaipoy cicarov £ny e^rjyeier^e 
XcyccT'&at, p. 260, Edit. Colon. 1686. How they came 
by this interpretation, or what they did with it, I know not, 
for I have never seen the matter explained, or even noticed ; 
but it shews that tkey did not interpret a day by a year. 
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the seventy weeks, so clearly express weeks of 
days^ as that when we find the word " days" 
expressed in other places, we should feel our- 
selves warranted to translate it ''years'' It 
seems to me, that in order to bear the weight 
thus laid upon them, the 70 weeks should have 
been expressly called ''weeks of days'' Then, if 
the fulfilment had been delayed 490 years, we 
should have learned that a day was put for a 
year, and should have had some colour for in* 
terpr^ting it so in other places. I refer the 
question, however, to the reader, only remind- 
ing . him that unless we admit, not only the 
most obvious y but t\iQ .necessary y sense, c^ 
"sevens," placed simply, to be "weeks of 
daySy" the whole argument falls. to the ground; 
for the mode of computation, used in the pas- 
sage, cited, gives no colour for understanding 
1260 days to mean \2Q0 years. 

But I have saidy that without the distinction 
respecting individuals and communities, those 
who maintain this doctrine would be obliged, 
in fairness, to bring forward another passage 
from the. book of Daniel, which appears to me 
to oppose their argument; it is this — in chap, 
iv. 16, 23, 25, 29, we read of "seven times," 
during which Nebuchadnezzar was to be ex* 
eluded from his kingdom. Here it is admitted, 
that " time" means a year, and therefore, we 
might naturally expect that the three times and 
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a half, ill chap. vii. should mean three years 
and a half. 

Surely "we may venture to assume, that the 
same mode of computation which is used by an 
author in one passage of his writings, will be 
used by him in all other passages." Yet, (with- 
out the slightest hint of any change of style in 
the author) we are to suppose Daniel using the 
same word, in chap. iv. to signify " one year," 
and in chap. vii. to signify 300 years, and this 
merely because, in one case, he speaks of an 
individual, and in the other, of a covimunity. 

I have endeavoured to shew, that the whole 
force pi the argument rests upon the limitation 
of a very reasonable proposition, which, without 
such a limitation, would be decidedly opposed 
to the mode of interpretation which is main- 
tained- It remains, therefore, for the reader to 
decide, whether there is any ground for such a 
limitation. None whatever is assigned, and to 
me, the assumption of it does not appear to be 
warranted. 

Thus much relates to the prophecy of Da- 
niel ; but, it is added, " We likewise find from 
the event, that the apocalyptic ten days' perse- 
cution of the church of Smyrna, means the ten 
years' persecution carried on by Diocletian." 

Who would not imagine that the fulfilment 
of this prediction, in Diocletian's persecution, 
was an undisputed truth l I have no doubt 
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that Mr. Faber foily believ.es it to refer to ihssA 
pemxi ; but as long as it is a matter disputed 
by^coflimeiitators,'whetherthk passage bas any 
nefei^nce wiiate^er to IHodeiian, suid le^ile, so 
far as 1 can find a decided majority of tJiem 
seetm either exposessly to refer it to other evented 
or dlse to be in ackaiowledged uncertainty re- 
6|>ecting its :SEq>pHeatickn, I do not see how it 
eafi give us much help in 4:he question ; ^md 
surely it is too much to lay it at the foundation 
of an interpretation, so far from the literal 
meaning of plain wprds, as that which it a$ 
faraugfat forward to suppoH. 

I liave looked into every expositor withiti 
my reach, and the following is the result : 
Bisliop Newton and Dr. Hales agree with Mr. 
Faber in supposing that Diocletian's jxersecu- 
tion is intended/ Dr. Adam Olaxke^ goes onlj^ 

^ 'See B^ Newton ^on ihe place, and ^Br. fiak!^ Aiia* 
lysis, ¥ol. 11. p. 1296. As i£ have piofessed to give^the iM 
result of my enquiry on this point, I will add that there is 
snoiher expositor who maintains the same opinion. The 
reader mi^ giiire what weight he pleases to his authority, 
when he leamaHntt he adapts this persecution to tbeokiirch 
of-jBrnyxna, by^tatingitlMt'^^lyoarp wm one of the B«o* 
oksian /maEtyvs. I feel that I ^oftfr. Eedber so injiistiee 
by withholding the name of such a writer, 

* InroEting Mr. Paber's reasoning, Dr. A. Clarke says, 
^* As the days in this booh ure what are commonly called 
prophetic days, each answering to a year, the ten years** 
[qiMPy, c%il] ^^'of ,kibulation.«iay denote ten^fetm of perse- 
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so far as to state, that the ten days may mean 
ten years, and that such was the duration of 
Diocletian's persecution. No other commen- 
tator, that I have met with, appears at all to 
sanction any reference to Diocletian. Grotius* 
takes the words literally, and understands 
a period of ten natural days. L. Cappellus^ 
extends them to all the ten persecutions. Dod- 
dridge,* Fleming, Scott,* and Gauntlett,* refer 

cution : and this was precisely the duration of the persecu- 
tion under Dioclesian, during which all the Asiatic churches 
were grievously afflicted. Others understand the expression 
as implying frequency and abundance, as it does in other 

parts of scripture • • Some think th^ shortness of the 

affliction is here intended/' &c. — Comm, in I, 

^ Decern dies, intellige proprie ; est enim consolatio ex 
breyitate temporis. — Comm. in I. 

' Quomodo ^gyptii Israelitas decies invito quasi Deo 
detinuerunt et afflixerunt, unde etiam decem plagis a Deo 
aifecti sunt, sic Christian! ab Impp. Kom. decem persecu- 
tiones gravissimas passi sunt, quorum ultima omnium gravis- 
•tma annos totos decem s»viit." — Spicileg : inApocal, ii. 
10. 

^ Doddridge says, ** Mr. Fleming (of the Resurrection, 
p. 129), with many others, thinks this refers to the persecu- 
tion under Domitian, which continued about ten years ; and 
was begun when John was banished into Patmos and saw 
those Revelations. But it may only signify a short and 
limited time." — Fam. Exp. in I. 

' ** This may either mean ten years, which is recorded 
to have been the duration of Domitian's persecution, or a 
considerable, but limited, time." — Cemm. in L 

' ** This may either mean ten years, which is recorded 
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it to the times of Damitian. Junius^ and Bright- 
man* to the persecution by Trajan. Henry® 

to h^ve been the duration of Domitiitn's persecution, or a 
very considerable time, the term ten being frequently used 
indefinitely for many." — Exp, of Rev. p, 26. 

Mir. Gauntlett appears tp have followed Mr. Scott — Mr. 
Scott In all probability ^Rowed Dr. Doddridge — perhaps, 
(but I kaire not the Hieans of asG^etaiiung) Dc. Boddridfe 
followed l^r* Fkmiog, without en<^riiig o« what authority 
the persecution of Domitian is said to have lasted ten years. 
It may be recorded somewhere, but certainly it is not in any 
history which I have met with ; and, indeed, it b so noto- 
rious, that Domittan's persecution did not begin until quite 
the latter part oi his reign (probably n^ until the^ very Ust 
year of it), aad that it was put a stop to on hit deaths th^t 
it would be a waste of time to cite auHiorities on the subject. 
It is of little consequence to the present enquiry^ to what 
persecution the prophecy was intended to apply ; but it is 
importaat to shew, bow the facts of history haTe been ac- 
eommodat^, and how error is perpetuated by those, who 
cam»ot for a momeuit be suspected of intending to deceive. 
Since tiie above note was. written, I see tlmjt Mr. Irving 
speaks of '* the ten years' persecution under Domitian, 
which is threatened upon the church of Smyrna, under the 
Mmsrol ^ ten days' tcibiiktiott/ "—Yd. i. p. 178. 

^ I have his ComMentary only in tb» form of uMUrginal 
ftdtes, i» a IbUa Eoglish Bible, printed in 170^. I there 
yead» ^' it is altogether necessary, that this should be re- 
fcrred tnta that pMnsecuAion which was doft by the authonty 
of the Emperor Tn^aa," &c. 

* ** As toudbing Sm3rma, therefore, this persecution feH 
Oiil i« A» tiflM of Tn^." — 7%e JRevelation. illmstraied in I. 

^ ** It was tto% to be perpetual^ but for a set time^ ajMi 

a short time." — Canum, m L 

D 
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seems to understand an indefinite short time ; 
Brown/® an indefinite long time ; and Guyse," 
upon the whole, inclines to think, that the 
period intended is indefinite^ without venturing 
to decide, whether long or short. 

I cannot say how many commentators agree 
with Mr. Faber ; but as I before stated, I have 
honestly searched every one within my reach ; 
and I confidently refer it to the reader to de- 
cide, what weight is to be given to an interpre- 
tation so disputed. Let him, however, remem- 
ber, that the question is not, whether one per- 
secution, or another, is referred to ; neither is 
it whether these apocalyptic days, may or may 
not, be years; but, whether the apostle does 
so clearly and certainly use the word day^ for a 
definite 'period of a year, in this passage, as to 
form a sufficient, though a single warrant, for our 
assuming that he has done so in other places. 
Mr. Faber's second argument is as follows : 
II. '^ In this mode of reckoning, we are 



10 



'* Ten days of tribulation may either denote ten years, 
or many days.^' — Self-interp, Bible in L 

" After mentioning various opinions, Dr. Guyse says, 
*' I incline, therefore, to think upon the whole, that ten is 
not here to be taken literally for that exact number either 
of days or years, but for an indefinite number of them." — 
Cbmm. in L 

It may be added, as somewhat singular, that among all 
the various opinions collected in Poole's Synopsis, the per- 
secution of Diocletian is not mentioned. 
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'* supported by the express warrant of Scrip- 
" ture — '* your children," says Jehovah to the 
'* rebellious house of Israel, *^ shall wander in 
" the wilderness forty years, and bear your 
'^ whoredoms, until your carcases be wasted in 
'* the wilderness. After the number of the 
" days in which ye searched the land, even 
*^ forty days, each day for a year, shall ye bear 
'^ your iniquities, even forty years." (Num. xiv. 
'' 33, 34.) In a similar manner God addresses 
'' the prophet Ezekiel: ''Lie thou also upon 
'^ thy left side, and lay the iniquity of the 
'^ house of Israel upon it, according to the num- 
" ber of the days that thou shalt lie upon it, 
'' thou shalt bear their iniquity. For I have 
" laid upon thee the days* of their iniquity, 
'' according to the number of the days 390 
'' days : so shalt thou bear the iniquity of the 
'' house of Israel. And when thou hast accom- 
'' plished them, lie again on thy right side, and 
*^ thou shalt bear the iniquity of the house of 
'' Judah 40 days : I have appointed thee each 
'' day for a year." (Ez. iv. 4, 5, 6.)" 

I am quite at a loss to understand how these 



^ For " days" read " years/' Not doubting that this is 
an error of the press, or the pen, I should alter it without 
notice, but from the fear that some reader might turn to 
Mr, Faber's work, and suspect me of unfair dealing. 



passages, where the expression in each case is 
" a day for a year" — where, in fact, it is de- 
clared and explained, that a certain number of 
tiatural days were appointed to represent, or 
prefigure, the like number of natural years, — 
should be called, an " express warrant" for the 
mode of reckoning which translates the word 
DV day by the English word year. In Numbers, 
and in Ezekiel, the phrase is jiyab DT" nitt^ DV 
" a day for a year, a day for a year," a mode of 
expression which leaves no doubt of the writ- 
er's meaning, and which absolutely requires 
QV and nyv to be taken in their literal sense 
for tiatural days and years. It seems to me, 
that the phrase could only be considered, as 
affording an " express warrant"' for the transla- 
tions which it is brought forward to support, 
if moi Dl", a " day for a year," had turned 
out to mean, when stripped of a mystical dis- 
guise, '* one year for 360 years." That is to 
say, if the days during which the Israelites 
searched the land had been natural years, and 
the years which they were to wander, prophetic 
years as they are called, each consisting of 360 
natural years; — or, that we learned from the 
Scripture, that in obedience to this divine com- 
mand, the prophet lay forty years on his side, 
and did so to prefigure a period of forty " thnes" 
each consisting of 360 years, the analogy would 
be good, and the warrant express ; but what 
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colour is here given to our interpreting W or 
nx^y otherwise than literally ? 

Mr. Faber adds the following note : 
" I am perfectly aware that a year is some- 
'' times used by the prophets in its literal sense, 
" as in Isaiah, vii. 8, xxiii. 17 ; Jer. xxv. 11, 
''12, and even by Daniel himself, when pre- 
*' dieting the punishment of the individual Ne- 
" buchadnezzar (Dan. iv. 25) : but this does 
'' not affect the question, whether we are not 
" warranted by Scripture sometimes to under- 
" stand years by daj/s. The question is not, 
'' whether days are always used by the prophets 
" in the sense of years, but whether they are 
*' not avowedly used so sometimes.'' 

I do not know whether I fully understand 
this note, for I am not aware that any one has 
ever suggested that " a year" is used otherwise 
than literally, by any prophet, or other writer, 
except in the single passage of Daniel relating 
to the three times and a half ; and to suppose, 
that in the passages cited it is not to be taken in 
its literal sense, would (as I have already said) 
require us to translate it by 360 years. Natural 
days may typify or prefigure natural years: 
that which we express by DV day, may prefi- 
gure that which we express by nw year : but 
that is very different from putting OV for nx^ 
and seems to me to be no warrant for such a 
substitution. 
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To the best of my knowledge, there is no 
passage in the Scripture where " day," or 
"month," or "year," put simply, and without 
explanation, is " avowedly" used to denote 
(i. e. to e.vpress as a name, not to prefigure as a 
type) any period of time, except that which the 
word literally signifies ; and I think the reader 
will agree with me, that until some such pas- 
sages are adduced, we cannot confidently assert 
that we have the " express warrant of Scrip- 
ture" for mystically interpreting the plain words 
of Daniel and St. John.** 

Mr. Faber's third argument is as follows : 
III. " That the 1260 days must mean years 
*^ is further evident from the nature of the cir- 
** cumstances ascribed to them. The little horn 
*' of Daniels fourth beast is to acquire and ex- 
** ercise an unlimited dominion of some kind 
*' or other within the precincts of the Roman 
" Empire, to wear out the saints of the Most 
'* High, and to change times and laws ; the 
" apocalyptic ten-horned beast, in his revived 
^' state, is to make war with the saints and over- 

^ I am surprised that Amos, ir. 4, has not been quoted 
by any writer that I have seen, in support of the mystical 
interpretation of the 1260 days. While this is the case, 
there is no need to say any thing respecting it, and I only 
mention it, that I may not appear to suppress a passage, 
which, as far as I can see, is as much to the purpose as any 
one that is brought forward. 
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*' come them, and to obtain power over all 
^' kindreds and tongues and nations : the apoca- 
" lyptic two-horned beast, the contemporary and 
*' coadjutor of the ten-horned beast, is to cause 
'' the earth and them that dwell therein to wor- 
*' ship the first beast, to set up an image for all 
" men to worship, and to obtain such a degree 
" of power as to be able to lay every person 
^' under an interdict who should refuse to com- 
*' ply with his terms of communion ; and the 
'" apocalyptic harlot, who rides the ten- homed 
*' beast, is to extend her influence over peoples 
" and multitudes and nations and tongues, to 
*' commit fornication with the kings of the 
" earth, to intoxicate the inhabitants of the 
** earth with the wine of her fornication, and 
" herself to become drunken with the blood of 
" the saints and martyrs. Is it possible that 
'* all these things could be done in the short 
'^ space of three natural years and a half? This 
" will appear perhaps yet more evidently, if 
" we attend to the subdivisions of this period. 
'' Towards the close of the 1260 days, the beast 
** is to slay the witnesses ; and their dead bodies 
" are to lie unburied in the forum of the great 
** city, three days and a half, after which they 
^' are to come to life again. In the course of 
**, these three days and a half, they that dwell 
** upon the earth are to rejoice over them, and 
** make merry, and send gifts one to another— 
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" surely the inhabitants of tiie earth could not 
" do all this in the very short space of only 
*' three natural days and a half. So again, a 
*' short time before the destruction of the beast, 
" and therefore when the 1260 dai/s are drawing 
" near to their termination, three unclean s\n- 
" rits go forth to gather together unto the battle 
" of the great day of God Almighty, the kings 
" of the earth, even of the whole Ecumen^, or 
" Roman world. They are accordingly gathered 
" together to Armageddon, where they are af- 
" terwards completely routed. Now, if all 
" this gathering together is to take place to- 
" wards the close of the 1960 dai/s ; it is plain 
" that we can allot to it no greater space than 
" that of a few days. But, if mere Jiatural days 
" be intended, how can such a general gather- 
*' ing together as this be effected in the course 
" of a few days. Since then we have the autho- 
" rity of Scripture for sometimes understanding 
" a day to mean a year; and since the reason 
" of the thing requires us so to understand each 
" day of the 1260 days, we are not only war- 
" ranted, but compelled, to consider /Ae 1260 
" days, as 12G0 years." 

Before I say any thing of the circumstances 
here alluded to, and by which the prophecy 
lias been, or is to be, fulfilled, I must state, 
that of ail the predictions which it contains. 
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there is none more clear, perhaps I might even 
say, none, so clear, intelligible, and unequi- 
vocal, as the limitation of the time, during 
which the events predicted are to take place. 
The period is distinctly and repeatedly ex- 
pressed in terms well known, and with respect 
to the literal meaning of which, we cannot have 
a moment s hesitation. It stands in Hebrew, 
and in Greek, under the different denomina- 
tions of days, months, and years, and I beg the 
reader to consider, whether we have a right to 
depart from the literal sense of these words, 
unless we can produce some clear, unequivo- 
cal, precedent ; some passages, in which these 
vterms, or at least; some, or one of them, has 
been clearly used to express a period different 
from that which is designated by it, in its lite- 
ral sense. With this view I cannot but think, 
that we should be very confident of our inter- 
pretation of other parts of the* prophecy, before 
we venture upon so bold a measure as to alter 
the plain words of Scripture. It is not, how- 
ever, my intention here to enquire into the cir- 
cumstances, by which the prophecy is to be 
fulfilled. I am content to take them as they 
stand in the foregoing abstract, which, for the 
sake of argument, I am willing to suppose 
perfectly correct ; and I request the reader to 
consider, whether it' is impossible that they 
should take place in three years and a half. 



Setting aside the plain declarations of Scrip- 
ture as to the time to be employed, and the 
extraordinary means to be used, in the fulfilment 
of these predictions, surely what we have seen 
in the political convulsions of Europe, during 
the last thirty years, may enable us to believe 
it not impossible that a power should arise, and 
"acquire, and exercise, an unlimited dominion, 
of some kind or other, within the precincts of 
the Roman Empire," and do all that we can 
certain/i/ understand to be predicted of him, in 
the course of three years and a half. I confi- 
fidently refer the case to the deliberate consi- 
deration of the reader. 

I wish, however, to remark, more particu- 
larly, on the slaying of the witnesses, because 
that will probably appear to many, the strong- 
est part of the argument. " Surely," says Mr. 
Faber, "the inhabitants of the earth could not 
do all this, in the very short space of only three 
natural days and a half." But, what is " all 
this" which it is supposed that the inhabitants 
of the earth cannot possibly do in three natural 
days and a half? When the witnesses have 
been slain, " they that dwell upon the earth 
shall rejoice over them ; and make merry, and 
shall send gifts one to another." This is all 
that I find written respecting those " that dwell 
on the earth:" and let us take it in its utmost 
latitude, and suppose it to include all the inha- 
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bitants of the whole world. Would any unbi- 
assed reader understand more by it, than that 
the inhabitants of the world should rejoice and 
make merry, as the spreading news should reach 
them ? There is nothing, I think, in the common 
rules by which we understand what is written, 
to lead us even to surmise, that the writer of the 
Apocalypse meant* us to understand that " they 
that dwell upon the earth" shall rejoice over the 
fall of the witnesses, precisely and only during 
the period in which they actually lie dead. 
Let us suppose a case, which may perhaps have 
sufficient analogy to explain my meaning. Let 
us imagine some English historian to have 
stated, that after a long war, *^ all the subjects 
of Great Britain rejoiced and made merry on 
the restoration of peace." Would it be reason- 
able to argue, that the peace must have lasted 
until the British subjects in the East and West 
Indies were acquainted with the fact ? If the 
peace lasted only a few days, it might be cele- 
brated by the inhabitants of Calcutta long after 
the renewal of hostilities ; yet this would not 
be considered as falsifying the statement of the 
historian, because no one would have supposed 
that his language implied any thing respecting 
the duration of the peace. 

Should the reader turn to the 11th chapter 
of the Revelation, to look at the passage al- 
ready mentioned, he will probably observe the 
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9th verse also ; and thiBrefore, although it is not 
mentioned in the argument, I will say a few 
words respecting it; ' It is there declared, that 
** they of the people, and kindreds, and tongues, 
and nations, shall see their dead bodies." The 
original (ck rwv Xawy) leads us to understand only 
individuals belonging to these different kind- 
reds and nations ;* and, if we consider that the 
witnesses are slain by the beast, to whom 
power is given " over all kindreds and tongues 
and nations," (xiii. 7) we might naturally ex- 
pect, that such spectators would be present. 
* . '» 

As it regards the three unclean spirits,*^ it 
does not appear necessary to say much. I 
think the reader will scarcely require (and, to 
speak frankly, I should hardly know how to 
set about) a serious refutation of an argument 
built upon the length of time which it must take 
'* spirits of devils, working miracles," to exe- 
cute a commission which we cannot pretend 
fully to understand. 

Looking, then, at the argument in general, 
I can only say, that I see no impossibility in- 
volved in the supposition, that the prophecy 

* Dr. Hales, who supposes that a slaying of the wit- 
nesses will hereafter take place in London, says, '' from her 
boundless commerce ' fpectators' cannot be wanting ' of 
peoples, and tribes, and languages, and nations,' from the 
four quarters of the globe."— ilna/ysw, //, 1362. 

^ Rev, xvi. 14. 
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may receive its accomplishment in three years 
and a half ; and, that even if it appeared other- 
wise, I should be very unwilling to admit such 
a supposed impossibility, as a sufficient war- 
rant for changing the usual import of common 
and well understood words. 

I wish the reader seriously to consider, 
whether a departure from the plain meaning of 
words, on the ground that their literal fulfilment 
is impossible^ is not highly dangerous. What is 
the character of the prophecies hitherto ful- 
filled? Let us take Bishop Kurd's remarks on 
our Lord's prediction of the destruction of Je- 
rusalem. *' Was it likely that Judaea, at that 
time a Roman province, should be thus deso- 
lated by its own masters ? Was it to be pre- 
sumedy that so small a province should dare to 
engage in a formal contest with Rome, the mis- 
tress of the world, as well as of Judaea ? With 
Home, then in the zenith of her power, and 
irresistible to all nations ? Was it conceivable;^ 
if any future distraction of that mighty empire 
should tempt the Jews to oppose their feeble 
efforts to its high fortune, that a vengeance so 
signal, so complete, should be taken upon 
them ? that nothing less than a total eMermina- 
^iew should be proposed, and effected? The 
ruin of the temple at Jerusalem was to be so 
entire, that one stone should not be left upon am- 
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ther. Allow for the exaggerated terms of a 
prophetic description; still, was it imaginable 
that the Romans should, in any proper sense of 
the words, execute this denunciation? Was 
it their way, as it was afterwards that of the 
Goths, to wage war with stones 1 Was it a 
principle with them to beat down the pride of 
buildings, as well as of m^n ? Would even 
their policy or their pride, have suffered them 
to blot but an ancient, a renowned, an illustri- 
ous temple, the chief ornament of their pro- 
vince, the glory of the east, and the trophy of 
their own conquests ? " * 

Yet we know that it was fulfilled — and, to 
advert to only one other prophecy. What is 
there in the whole writings of Daniel and St. 
John which equals in apparent impossibility 
the simple, brief, and unexplained prediction 
of Isaiah, " Behold a virgin shall conceive, and 
bear a child." Surely if these words, instead 
of standing (as thanks be to God they do) 
among those fulfilled prophecies, which form a 
support of christian faith and hope,- were as yet 
unaccomplished, and only to be found in the 
Apocalypse, we should hear it asserted as con- 
fidently, (and I submit to every unbiassed 
reader of the prophecies, more plausibly,) that 

^ Introduction to the Study of the Prophecies, p. 167. 
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some mystical interpretation must be adopted, 
and would be fully warranted, by the impossi- 
bility of the event predicted. 

I cannot help feeling the truth of what Wa- 
terland says, though I wish he had expressed 
it in milder terras, " Most of the abuses with 
regard to the interpreting of Scripture, when 
traced up to their fountain head, will appear to 
have been owibg to this, that some will fancy 
the plain and obvious sense unreasonable or 
absurd, when it really is not ; and will there- 
upon obtrude their own surmises, conjectures, 
and prejudices, upon the word of God."* 
Mr. Faber's fourth argument is as follows : 
IV. *' The point seems to be finally decided 
" by the specification of the period, about which 
*' the 1260 days must commence. Since Da- 
'* niel's ten-horned beast is allowedly the Roman 
'' Empire, his putting forth ten horns must, both 
** agreeably to the analogy of prophecy, and 
" to the explanation of the interpreting angel 
** (compare Dan. viii. 8, and see vii. 24), denote 
** the rising up of ten kingdoms within the limits 
'* of that empire. These ten kingdoms arose, 
" as it is well known, in the fourth and fifth cen-- 
** turies, when the Roman empire was falling 
" asunder in consequence of the attacks of the 
'* northern nations. Now the gradual rise of a 

^ Qaoted in Bishop Van Mildert'a Bampton Lectures, 
p. 404. 
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little horn, into whose hand tfie saints are de- 
livered, during the space oithethr^ times and 
a half, or the 1260 dmfs, is represented as 
synchronizing with the rise of the ten kingdoms. 
Daniel does not expressly teaoh us, how soon 
after the rise of the ten kingdoms the 1260 days 
commence : but it is most natural to suppose, 
that they commence not very long after ; be- 
cause, since this is the period of the horns 
tyranny, of his speaking great words, of his 
changing times and laws, and of his exercis- 
ing some peculiar kind of authority over the 
whole empire of the beast, if we suppose a 
very long intermediate time to elapse, we 
shall be obliged to suppose either the quies- 
cence of the horn during that intermediate time, 
or the total silence of a professedly chronological 
prophet respecting his actions during that 
whole time. St. John, however, appears to 
supply the omission of Daniel. He tells us, 
that the ten kings are to receive their power in 
one hour or apocalyptic season with the heast,^ 



" Mr. Faber appears to have changed his opinion after 
this was written. In his third volume, published several *' 
years after the first, he says, *' I was once erroneously led, 
by the ambiguity of our common English translation, to 
suppose the passage (Rev. xvii. 12) to mean, that the t^a 
kbgs should receive power synchronically with the 
Beast ; whereas its plain import is, that the ten kings should 
receive power synchronically indeed with emk i^ker, 



" tiieir number kit being completed in the course 
" of that scasoft during which ike Roman empire 
" was apostatizing into its former beastiality ; 
" aiMi that they should give their power and 
'iVstrength unto the beast. Now Ike Roman em- 
" pire, as we shall hereafter see, continued gra- 
" dually to relapse into idolatry in the course of 
" thejijlh and sLvlh centuries, until at length it 
" completely revived, in its beastial capacity, 
'■ or a second time became a perfect living beast, 
" by giving the saints into the hand of the little 
" horn, and by formally re-establishing under a 
" new name its ancient demonolatry. Hence 
" the times of the revived beast, in his capacity 
" of a beast, and the times of the Utile hoi-n, are 
" said to be the same. (Dan. vii. 25 ; Rev. xiii. 
" 5.) Since then the beast completely revived 
" at the commencement of the 1260 days, since 

but IN CONJUNCTION WITH tKeheasl." Vol, III, p. 255, 
The reader wiU bear this in miad nliile he reads the rest of 
the argument, which seems to me to be answered by it. 
He should also be informed, that by the word " hour" Mr. 
Faber underetands either " the twenty-fourth part of a day, 
or a teasou of mdetertttinate length." See vol, II. p. 108. 
ThuB when it is said of the witnesses (Rev. xi. 12), " they 
ascended up to heaven in a cloud, and tlieir enemies beheld 
thorn. And the same hour was there a great earthquake." 
The first of these events is suppoud to have occurred in 
15&6, and the second is the French Revolution. If the 
word " hour" is so indeiiuite, I do not see how it is to prove 
synchronism. ', a i* '] ■■. - ■! 
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" the kings (their number ten being completed) 
" were to receive their power in the same apo- 
" calyptic seasm with his previous gradual re- 
" vival as a beast, and since they were to devote 
" that power to him for the purpose of uphold- 
" ing his bestial principles ; it is plain, that the 
" beast must have been reviving in the same hour, 
'' or apocalyptic season, with the ultimate divi- 
" sion of the Western empire into ten kingdoms. 
" But this apocalyptic season is that of the fourth 
" trumpet; in the course of which the number 
*' of the ten kingdoms was completed, and dur- 
" ing which the beast was gradually reviving by 
" relapsing more and more into idolatry, until 
" at length he resumed all his functions of bes- 
" tial vitality at the first blast of the fifth trum- 
" pel." Thus it appears, since the 1260 daj/s 
" commenced when the beast was perfectly re- 
" vived, and since he was gradually reviving in 
" the same apocalyptic season with the completion 
" of the number of the ten kingdoms, that they 
" cannot have commenced very long after the 
" subversion of the Western Roman empire. This 
" being the case, though we may not be able 
"' quite positively to fix the precise era of their 
}•' commencement, we may be absolutely sure 

' " " It will afterwards be shewn, that the beast perfectly 
revived id the year 606, and 607 ; that is to aay, at the era 
when (Ae fourth trumpet ceased, and when the fifth trumpet 
commenced." — Note by Mr. Faber. 
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** that they mmt have Gommenced im^nj^ ages ag$. 
'' But, if they be no more than 1260 natural 
*' days, then they mu»t likewise have expired 
*' many ages ago. And, if they have expired 
*' mio^y agea ^o, then the events, which ajpe 
'' reprei^ented as synch;rf>nizJrng with their terr 
*^ mination, must long since have taken; place. 
'' But those events have^ t^^ yet taken ji^ace : 
*' therefore the 1260 dmfs cannot yet have eix^ 
*' pired. We knqw, however, that fA^ 1,260 
'' days must long since have commenced. It 
^' follows tberei^re, that; they cansjot be nat^r^ 
'* days: and if they b^ not naturi^l days\ theit 
** they must he prophetic day ^, or real years. 

Although I have thought it right to give the 
aapgument afc ftill length, it will be, I thi|jfc^ unr 
necessary . to^ Botice aill the statements whiclib jit 
oontaii^^ Xt i^ obviously founded (like the f^^ 
ceding) on jtbe^ assumption^ tli^t otbeir jHrOpbeciies 
are rightly explained* . > i , 

B^t th6<ie;^r,will consider, that I am not 
eont^sling Mr^ Fabe]?'s particular isyi^em, ^a4 
it will be evident to himithat his argument ret^s 
simf^y on hiB interpretation of the propheei^^ 
Quid that it assumes a number of points which 
have been defied, by other equally respectable 
writers. It is not in my power to decide be- 
tween them^ and it is not my purpose to attempt 



it ; what I aim at in these pages is to call the 
attention of pious and learned christians to the 
subject, and to excite enquiry into the Scrip- 
tures themselves, and into the principles and 
modes of interpretation which have been adopt- 
ed by commentators, rather than to refute or 
maintain any system of my own. 

With a view to this I would make one or 
two observations. In the first place, it is said 
that the rise of the little horn " is represented 
as synchronizing with the rise of the ten king- 
doms." This Mr. Faber repeatedly asserts in 
his third volume. Speaking of the early fathers, 
he says, " they would be quite sure, from the 
unequivocal language both of Daniel and St, 
John, that the Roman empire was destined to 
be split into ten kingdoms, and that synchro- 
NicALLY with this its division a small kingdom 
was to arise."'' " The fathers (as we have just 
seen) rightly judged that the eleventh horn 
would SYNCHRONIZE with the ten primary 
horns,"'' "Either Daniel was a false prophet 
because he foretold a circumstance which never 
came to pass ; or a small kingdom, minutely 
corresponding in character with the little horn, 
did actually spring up stnchronically with 
the ten Gothic horns. "■■ I give these extracts 



p. 241. 




' p. 242. 
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as they are printed in Mr. Faber's work, and 
the reader will observe that this synchronism is 
a point of great importance. 

Now to any plain reader of Daniel, I think 
it would seem, that the rise of the little horn is 
not represented as synchronizing with the rise 
of the ten kingdoms, for the beast had the ten 
horns when he was first seen, and, for any 
thing that appears, might have had them for 
any period of time ; but the prophet witnessed 
the actual rise of the little horn. 

I believe no one disputes that the Roman 
empire was shewn to the prophet, not as it 
existed in his own day, or in any way that em- 
braced the whole period of its duration, but as 
it would exist at some certain period in futurity. 
That period does not seem to me to be the pe- 
riod of division, but some period when the 
empire shall have been divided ; or, in other 
words, some period after (and I cannot conceive 
whence we are to gather how long after) the 
beast has become ten-horned. I do not see, 
therefore, how those who maintain that " this 
monarchy still subsists in the toes or kingdoms 
into which it was broken,"' can deny that the 
eleventh horn may yet arise. It seems to me, 
that any period, shewing the Roman empire in 
a state of division into ten kingdoms, might be 

• ScoU's Comm. on Dan. ii. 10. 
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the period intended ; and, tliat even if it could 
be clearly and satisfactorily shewn, that the 
Roman empire has once been divided into ten 
kingdoms, yet we should not be thereby war- 
ranted in deciding, that the prophecy must have 
been theii fulfilled, unless we could also prove 
that the empire is not now, and never can be 
hereafter, in that state of division.' 

I shall freely confess, however, that the ac- 
count generally given of the division of the 
Roman empire is, to my own mind, very unsa- 
tisfactory. 

In the first place, this argument assumes, 
that by THE RoMA^f Empire we are to under- 

' " Though the number of kingdoms has varied from time 
to lime, yet it has been remarked by Daubuz : ' As if the 
number ten had been fatal in the Roman dominions, it has 
been taken notice of on particular occasions ; as about 
1240, by Eberhard, Bishop of Saltzburg, in the Diet at 
Ratisbon. At the time of the Reformation they were also 
ten." ' As tlie number of kingdoms,' says Mr. Whiston, 
' into which the Roman empire in Europe, agreeably to the 
ancient prophecies, was originally divided, A. D. 466, was 
exactly ten ; so is it also very nearly returned ^ain to tiie 
same condition, and at present is divided into ten grand or 
principal kingdoms or states. f It is remarkable, that at 
the present period also]: the number of regal governments 
within the limits of the Western Roman empire is exactly 
ten." — Cvminghame on the Apocalypse, 3d edit. p. 161. 
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stand the Western Empire mdy. This would, 
perhaps, surprise an unprepared reader, who 
would probably (and, I think, not very unrea- 
soliably,) expect to find that the Roman empire, 
in the £>urth and fifth centuries, included Con- 
stantinople. Bishop Newton, however, will tell 
him, 4iiat if he has a mind to have them, he 
*^ must look for the ten kings, or kingdoms, 
where only they can be found, amid the broken 
pieces of the Roman empii^." And he after- 
wards^ recites, and adopts. Sir Isaac Newton's 
mode of excluding the Eastern part of the Ro- 
man empire, by a scheme which Mr, Faba? 
asserts, " must be erroneous."'' On the other 
hand, Mede includes the Eastern Empire.* And 
the author of aji elaborate article in the British 
Review (a man whose talents and piety might 
hare bom a compaarison witii those of any writer 
on the subject) stated it as an "obvious fact, that 
the attempts to find ten kingdoms, in the West- 
ern empire c«ily, have produced nearly as many 
oppoisite opinions as there have been writers on 
tie subject. AH their difficulties have arisen 
from a principle which they in common assume 
ed; and their endless disagreemeiat demon- 
strates its incompatibility with thfe luminous 
tenor of divine prophecy. "^ Again, suppose we 

I " Vol. I. p. 460. ^ lb. p. 473. 

^ Vol. II. p. 235. "" Works, p. m\. 

' British Review, vol. xviil. p. 405. 



^P give up the Eastern empire, and look tor the teu i 

kiugdoms "where only" (according to Bishop 
Newton) " they can be found ;" what do we 
find ? Mr. Faber, indeed, says, "these kingdoms 
arose, as it is well known;" but whal kingdoms | 

are they ? Whom shall we take for our guide ? I 

Shall we accept the list given us by Bishop | 

Newton? According to Mr. Faber, " he most 
unwarrantably sets aside the real list of these 
kingdoms, and substitutes a list of his own, 
into which he introduces the petty states of 
Rome, and the Greek province of Ravenna, | 

evidently for no other purpose than to give a co- 
lour of probability to his predetermined inte}pre- 
talion" May we then assume that Mr. Faber's 
real list is undisputed? "It appears to me," , 

says Mr, Frere, "that the only difference be- 
tween Bishop Newton and Mr. Faber is, that ] 
Bishop Newton felt a stronger confidence that 
the three horns, which were plucked up before 
the papacy, were Ravenna, Lombardy, and 
Rome, than he did in the correctness of any of 
the proposed lists of the ten kingdoms ; he 
therefore made his list of the ten horns baid to 
his interpretation of the three horns : Mr. Faber, 
on the other hand, it appears, felt the most con- 
fidence in the interpretation of the ten original 
horns, as being those that have been named in 
his list ; he therefore forcibly accommodates the 
interpretation of the three horns ; so as to agree 
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with his list of the ten kingdoins, and cdnsider- 
idg that the p^rts of the prophecy relating to 
the three horns are mofe particular ,an<J pointed 
Ifian those relating to the ten horns, when 
spdken of altogether, (on which account we see, 
that tiiough, Mi^. Mede, Sir Isaac and Bishpp 
JfeWUmdiferm their lists of the tm kingdonut, 
they agree as to the three that were plucked 
up) the course pursued by Bishppl Newton ap- 
pears to me more justifiable ; and more likely to 
be attended with a' successful result than thai 
pursued by Mr. Faber. I wish, hoW^ver^ m 
no instance to digress frptn the subject immedi- 
ateVf before me, much less to pass any Censures 
upioii an author whose labours I so ifiiuch respect 
as I do those of Mr. Faber ; and my 6;ily pbject 
in bringing forward high contending fiuthoritiei^, 
is t6 point out what may be cPn^idered as de- 
batable grbtlnd, within the range of which any 
commentator is at liberty to attempt the esta- 
blfehment of i new hypothesis. "' 
' ^Ilie identity of these kingdoms is then still 
a^ispttted p6iht. To say nothing of Xlrotiup 
iliid^ Brightman, who differ frpm each other in 
«tw^ 'point except the exclusion of all the 
Gdthic kingdoAas, let the reader only look at 
the ranoira lists which liave been made by 
leiumed tnen, and I think he will have no doubt 
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that if the number mentioned by Daniel had 
been nine or eleven, the right number would 
have been found among those petty kingdoms, 
whose unsettled state renders it so easy to enu- 
merate them variously. At all events, let him 
say, whether those ten kingdoms are so well 
known, and the synchronical rise of the little 
horn, and the other particulars mentioned so 
certain, as finally to decide that we must inter- 
pret very plain and common words, in a manner 
certainly very unusual, and, I believe, unpre- 
cedented. 

It would obviously fill a volume were I to 
go through every point alluded to in this argu- 
ment. I think it, however, unnecessary; be- 
cause those who are sufficiently acquainted with 
Mr. Faber's works to understand the line of 
reasonthg at all, will be aware how much its 
force depends upon his system. That system 
in particular it is not my object to disprove ; 
and if I use the author's name more frequently 
than that of any other writer, it is, as I have 
already said, because he has written most upon 
the subject. While I am obliged to speak of 
various writers, and to refer to their works, it 
would deeply grieve me should one word of 
this pamphlet give offence to any christian, and 
especially to those who are engaged in that 
study, which appears to me the best and the 
noblest in which the human mind can be em- 
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ployed — the study of the word of God. I trust, 
however, that I have not written, and shall not 
write offensively, and I know that they who 
sincerely love truth will pardon some freedom 
in the search of it. 

Having now taken some notice of the argu- 
ments, which I have seen produced, for depart- 
ing from the literal sense in the passages referred 
to of Daniel and St. John, I submit them to the 
reader's deliberate judgment, and earnestly en- 
treat his attention *to another point which ha^ 
greatly influenced my own mind . 



WHATEVER difficulty there may be in 
understanding prophecy not yet fulfilled, I be- 
lieve I only express the opinion of the christian 
world, in general, when I say, that we are war- 
ranted to hope that we may arrive at some tole- 
rable understanding of those predictions which 
have long been accomplished. 

Some of the soberest writers upon the sub- 
ject go farther than this. Mr. Scott says, the 
prophecies of Scripture " constitute a grand 
system of previous information as to the designs 
of providence, extending from the earliest ages 
even to the consummation of all things ; and 
accompanied by such distinct notations of order 
as may well be called the geography and chro- 
nology of prophecy ; insomuch that any one, in 
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any age, who well understood the prophecies 
extant in his day, might have known what ta 
expect at the specified times, and in the spe- 
cified countries.'" Mr. Cooper argues, that 
as it is "obviously the duty and interest" of 
christians "to attend to such indications, so it 
must be presumed, that it is in their power to 
understand them."" But I do not ask so much 
as is here conceded ; it is enough for my argu- 
ment, that we may expect to understand ful- 
filled prophecy, and this, I believe, will be ge- 
nerally admitted. Bishop Horsley has said, 
" To attain the useful end of prophecy, which 
is to afford the highest proof of providence, it 
was necessary that prophecy should be deli- 
vered in such disguise as to be dark while the 
event is remote, to cleaii up as it approaches, 
and to be rendered perspicuous by the ac- 
complishment. ""^ "Commentators in general 
allow," (says Mr. Scott) " that this vial is not 
yet poured out : and this is a sufficient reason 
why a commentator should decline giving any 
conjecture in what manner so compendious, and 
so obscure a prediction will be fulfilled : but 
when fulfilled it will cease to be obscure." 
" Predictions which are yet future will in due 
course be so decidedly fulfilled, as to leave no 

Ihe Bible, p. xi. 



' Preface to Comm. ( 

' Crisis, p. 3. 

' Setmon xv, vol. II. p. 31. 
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ROOM FOB SCEPTICISM ITS^ILF TO FLUCTUATJB 

IN SUSPENSE."** '* The predictions of this book" 
(says Mr. Gauntlett iu' hi^ Exposition of the 
Revelation) ''continue to receive their fulfil- 
ment during the lapse of ages ; and as they are 
accomplished in their order, they are decidedly 
EXPLAiNiiD and ILLUSTRATED, but not be- 
fore."* '' It is the universal character of the 
prophecies, that they are involved more or less 
in ijiystery and obscurity prevumsly to their 
accomplishment, after which they become so 
Lucip ANp PLAIN, that thfiir fulfilment is uni- 
versalis admitted.'' ^ The same statement is made 
in terms even stronger by Mr. Frere : " When 
a commentator has translated the symbolical 
and figurative language of a prophecy, into 
plain and simple language, he has done all that 
is peculiarly his province ; and there is no doubt 
(if the interpretations be correct) that when the 
events predicted have actually occurred, they 
will be so STRIKING, that no one can easily 
fail in correctly applying them."* 

It is needless to add mpre testimonies on 
this point, and it is equally unnecessary to in- 
form those who have carefully read any one of 
the leading works on the subject, that so far 

* Zouoh on Prophecy : cited Br. Crit. xvii. 76. 

• Prefftee, p. xxxiii. 

' p. 160. K Combined View, p. 110. 




from being thus " ll'cjd and plain" — so far 
from the supposed fulfilment leaving " no room 
for scepticism itself to fluctuate in suspense" — 
the prophecies supposed to be fulfilled during 
the period of 1260 years, are the subjects of 
incessant disputes and controversy. Is it not 
notorious, that even what is considered yw^V/erf 
prophecy, (take for instance, great part of the 
Apocalypse) is thought so obscure, and a mat- 
ter of so much controversy,'' as to deter christi- 
ans in general from attempting to understand 
it? In fact, the difficulty cannot be concealed, 
when men of piety, learning, and industry, are 
openly engaged in overthrowing each others 
systems, and when such men cannot agree, and 
christians in general do not pretend to give an 
opinion, how, or when, or even, in some cases, 



* We heat alternately of the clearness, and the ofiscu- 
rity, of fulfilled prophecy ; but it is not often that we find 
these contradictory ideas placed in close coiitact as they are 
by a writer id the British Critic, when reviewing Mr, Fabec's 
work oti the prophecies relative to Judeh and Israel. When 
we find to mucA embarrassment, and such contra- 
riety OP OPINION in the application of many prophecies 
confessedly fulfilled, what difficulties may we not expect to 
contend with in predictions whose event is in the womb of 
time. It is in the nature of unfulfilled prophecy to appear 
fraught with contradiction, which human sagacity will la- 
bour in vain to reconcile, till the time when the event pre- 
dicted shall UNRAVEL ALL PERPLEXITIES, and establish 
the inspiration of the prophet." — Vol. xxxvi, p, 471. 
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whether a prophecy has been accomplished, we 
seem naturally led to the conclusion that it still 
remains unfulfilled. Mr. Faber, indeed, says, 
'* The real fact is, that with the exception of 
Grotius and Hammond, and one or two who 
have followed them, there is no discrepancy 
among protestant eiyosttors with regard to 
THE GREAT OUTLINES of pTophetic interpreta- 
tion''^ It will be for the reader, however, to 
judge whether the matters adduced are merely 
subordinate particulars. If they are, I freely 
admit, that they form no objection to the re- 
ception of systems in which they occur ; and 
in which they are only such imperfections as 
necessarily attend all the works of man. 



* I print this passage as it stands in Mr. Faber's third 
volume, page 295 ; but as he is there in controversy with a 
Roman Catholic, I am not certain how far he meani^ the 
position to extend. He may, perhaps, mean it only to 
apply to the predictions respecting the papacy ; but how he 
could intend it to be understood, even on that point, I i.o 
not perceive, when he had said, only twenty pages before, 
" I do not suppose the Pope to be Antichrist ; a real pro- 
testant novelty, peculiar, I believe, to Bishop Horsley and 
myself/' Bishop Newton, who may be supposed to have 
seen enough of the expositors of prophecy, to know whether 
they agreed or not, makes a very different statement. In 
his Dissertation on Daniel's Vision o^ the Four Empires, he 
says, '' to recite all the various opinions of commentators, 
would be but heaping up a monument of the absurdities of 
former ages/' — Dm, xiv, vol. i. p, 433, 



Let us then enquire, what agreement exists 
among expositors as to the " general outline" 
of the Apocalypse. If it would be unfair to 
exact a precise conformity respecting the mi- 
nute details of the Seals and Trumpets — if it 
would be too much to expect perfect agreement 
as to all the lesser circumstances even of that 
which has been fulfilled — yet, might we not 
expect agreement if we should ask, when, and 
how (not on what day, but in what century, 
and by what sort of facts,) was the predicti<m 
connected with any given Seal, fulfilled ? Sup- 
pose, for instance, we should ask what was the 
period of the fourth seal, from three writers, 
whose piety, learning, and industry, have just- 
ly, and even necessarily, placed them high in 
the public estimation. Mr. Faber would refer 
us to some period prior to the year A. D. 325 ; 
Mr. Frere would answer that it began A. D. 
536, and ended 556 ; and Mr. Cuninghame 
would tell us, that it began in the thirteenth, 
and ended in the latter part of the seventeenth 
century. 

Let the reader compare the difierent views 
which these expositors have given of the Seals 
and Trumpets, as they stand in the following 
table; and let him say, whether they agree 
even in the " general outline." 
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FABER. 



1 Seal 



3 • • • • 



3 • • • • 



4 .. 



Kefer to a 
>-period prior 
to A. D. 323. 



6 •• »• 



6 



7 . • • • ( Begins 323, 
I Ends 1941. 



CUNINGHAME. 

The greater part 
of the first 3 
centuries. 

Chiefly 4th and 
5th centuries. 

Avery long peri- 
od, commenc- 
ing in the 5th 
century. 

18th to the latter 
part of 17th 
century. 

Explanatory of 
the preceding 
seals. 

BeginslOthAug. 
. 1792, & con- 
tinues to the 
millenium. 

Includes the 
trumpets. 



FRERB. 



330- 



363. 



387- 



-394. 



408- 



476. 



536- 



-556. 



Begins and ends 
about 606. 



1789 to 10th 
Aug. 1792. 



26th Aug. 1792 
to 1822-3. 



This table is formed from two which are 
given in Mr. Frere's Combined View ; one of 
which contains his own system, and the other> 
Uiose of Mr. Faber and Mr. Cuninghame. 
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Looking at the discordant opinions which 
this table exhibits, I must say, that they do not 
appear to be trifling differences about subordi- 
nate matters of detail ; of this, however, let the 
reader judge. 

Should we refer to the prophecy respecting 
the Witnesses, and enquire " Have they been 
slain, or is that event still future?" We are 
answered, that it is future, by " many writers 
of great judgment and eminence, among whom 
may be enumerated Archbishop Usher, Bishops 
Newton and Horsley, Archdeacon Woodhouse, 
Dr- Gill, Mr. Scott, and many others." I copy 
this from Mr. Gauntlett's exposition of Rev. xi. 
7—12 ;"* from which also I may add that, " some 
writers suppose that the slai/hig, rising, and as- 
cending of the witnesses, refer to the constant 
and alternate persecutions, and triumphs of the 
confessors of Christ, during the whole period 

of twelve hundred and sixty years." 

"Another class of interpreters are of opinion, 
that this prophecy received its completion in 
the case of John Huss and Jerome of Prague." 

" Others refer its accomplishment to the 

popish persecution in England in bloody Mary's, 
reign about the year 1553. Some to the mas-"' 




" If the reader wishes for more specific reference to the 
authors who have severally nmintaiaed these opiniona, let 
him consuh Bishop Newton on the passage. 
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Mere of the protestants in France in 1572, and 
ethers to the cruelty exercised on the Waldenses 
in Piedmont, nnder the Duke of Savoy, A. D. 
1686." '* The next hypothesis is sup- 
ported by many eminent writers, among- which 
are Messrs. Faber, Cuninghame, Holmes, and 
Fuller, with Dr. Bryce Johnston, and others. — . 
These commentators confidently suppose that 
the prophecy of the death and resurrection of 
the witnesses received its accomplishment in 
the suppression of protestantism in Germany 
A. D. 1548. And its restoration about three 
yeaiis and a half afterward A. D. 1551." To 
these various and conflicting opinions, more 
cnght be added. Indeed Mr. Irving, the latest 
writer whose work I have seen, following Bright- 
man,^ and several other commentators,™ sets 

' It k not worth while to enter into all the subdivisioiia^ 
wbidi exist eyes cnnoiig those writers who are classed toge- 
ther ; hut it b eurioiis to see how little agveement there is 
ermk ai«fi»g those of whom it may be said, that tbey do nKA ' 
differ bb to the general outliie. Of coiuse BnghteBB did 
w>t%fifij this prophecy a» Mr. Irving does, td tha impieties 
of the French ReTolutioii i on the contrary, opposing the 
9^fijaiixm e£ the fathtrsy he says, ''we that have seen the 
malterl«ig wv» accomplished,, may deiepmine for a csa- 
T4JNTY Ihat the Holy Ghest had aaother manaor of meaa- 
iog dieoL this,'' a«d then preceed» to state his own opinion, 
1iiat.lhe twei witnesses were the <' Holy Seripturei" and '' the 
tmmbii^o^ iheSimi»'^ If I oaderstaodr him, (inod 1 2c^ 

" See Poole's Synopsis in 1, 
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I them all aside, and says, " in the very first face 
and shewing of the thing, if God hath two wit- 
nesses upon the earth, the Old and New Testa- 
, taent are they." 

,, Surely it will not be contended, that the 
, slaying of the witnesses is a small and subordi- 
, nate matter. Every expositor has treated the 
, prediction as one of great importance, and has 
,, brought forward the facts in which he supposed 
it to be fulfilled, as matters of much conse- 
.j.quence to the church ; neither can it be said, 
(j. that the discrepancy of opinion is small. 
,j,, But, if we can persuade ourselves, that the 
,,iprophecy of the Witnesses is one of those su- 
, bordinate matters, in which we are not to ex- 
^jPect agreement among expositors; how can 



i iby no means confident that I do) these two witnesses were , 
I,, not slain at the same time, but "sentence of death wa3 
, [tasscd against the Scriptures in the year 1546 April 8th," 
Hnd they remained dead until 9th November 1549. aad the 
Church " lay for dead from tJie 22. of April the yeare 1547, 
"unto the calends of Octob. of the yeare 1550," It is some- 
what singular that the periods here fixed for the retinal of 
the wilnestes, both fall within the time during which the pre- 
ceding class of commentators consider the witnesses as fi/inff 
actually dead. Surely the coincidence between the History 
and the Prophecy cannot he very striking, if both these 
opinions are in any degree plausible, which I cannot but 
'suppose they are, when I find Mr. Faber stating, (vol, II. 
;* p. 78) that he once agreed with the second part of Bright- 
jnan's opinion. 
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we possibly bring ourselves to the same view 
of a fact, which must be allowed to be 'of 
awful and intense interest to the church of 
God ? I mean, the delivery of that church into 
the hands of a blasphemous and persecuting 
power. If such an event as this has taken 
place, is it possible that the church of God ckn 
be at a loss to decide when and how it happened ? 
Can there be a difference of opinion am6hg 
pious, and learned, and laborious enquirers itlto 
the word of God, and the history of the church ? 
Nay farther, if we ask, *'is the church at this 
. moment in the hands of the blasphemous little 
horn, or is it not ?" Mr. Faber and mafiy more 
assert that it is. Mr. Cuninghame, Mr. Fl^re, 
. . fmd others, are as fully convinced that it is' not ; 
and nine-tenths of the christian world stand 
silent, avowedly unable to give any opinion on 
the subject. They may, or may not, be in the 
; hands of the little horn, and he may, or may 
'■ not, be wearing them out, for any thing tJiey 
know — ^^they hope and believe that they are 

*' the saints," but whether the Beast is making 

» "i 

war with, and has overcome, them, they cannot 
^, tell — it is a deep, curious, and litigated ques- 
tion, and one on which, among so many con- 
flicting opinions, they never pretended to' form 
a judgment for themselves. 

Let us revert to the statement with which 
we set out. Is it true, as Mr. Sodtt affirms. 
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that by means of " a grand system of previous 
information as to the designs of providence," 
"any one in any age, who well understood 
the prophecies extant in his day, might have 
known what to expect in the specified times, 
and in the specified countries ? " And did the 
church expect its delivery into the hands of the 
little horn ? No. When did the saints find out 
that they had been deUvered over ? Not for 
ages. Is this credible ? But in fact when did 
it happen ? When, how, and by whom was 
this great prediction fulfilled ? On this point, 
too, there is a great difference of opinion. 
Surely it is not sufficient to say, that we know 
about what time the 1260 years must have 
begun. In the first place, allowing it all rea- 
sonable latitude, that phrase is not sufficient to 
comprehend the centuries by which expositors 
have differed ; and in the second, let it ever 
be remembered, that we are not speaking of a 
merely chronological difference. We are not 
enquiring in what year certain historical facts 
took place, but in what year (that is by what 
facts) a prediction was fulfilled. If, then, the 
difference between expositors were only one 
year, yet if the places, persons, and historical 
circumstances generally, were changed by that 
difference of time, the variation would be total. 
Thus at least it appears to me. If, for instance, 
one writer should say, " the saints were given 
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ihto the hands of the little horn by the edict of 
Justinian in the year 533 ;" and another should 
rej)ly> " I agree with you that they were deli- 
feted by that edict ; but it was not issued until 
the year 606 :" the difference between them 
wbtild be purely chronological, and it would be 
unfkir to represent them as differing respecting 
the fulfilment of the prophecy. But if (as Mr. 
Faber might reply to Messrs. Frere and Cun- 
inghame) he should answer, '* The saints were 
not delivered into the hands of the little horQ. 
by the edict of Justinian in the year 533-'-theyx 
were as free after it as before it — Justinian and 
Mil edict had nothing whatever to do with the 
fulfilment of the prophecy— -it was not fulfilled, 
until he and his' generation had passed away." 
And in this case it might be rejoined^ that the 
Emperor Phocas and the Pope of the year 60& 
could have nothing to do with the fulfilment cf 
a pr6phecy which had been accomplished more 
than seventy ye2|rs. It seems to me, that the 
point in dispute between these writers is;. n^, 
merely a chronological difference o£ a few yearly 
but that they disagree entirely as to the appli- 
cat!6n of the prophecy to history. 

'N*oi: are these two the only periods which . 
have been fixed upon. This momentous evenly 
according to Mede,° took place in A. D- 456 y 

" It may 1^ objected, that the 1260 years of Mede haye 
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according to Mr. Frere in A. D. 533, when the 
edict of Justinian was published ; the anony^H 
mous author of a system, characterized by Df.i 
Hales as, " perhaps, the most ingenious of i^. 
class,"" places it A. D. 583; Mr. Faber, as I, 
have already stated, begins from the year 606 ;i 
Dr. Males'" reckxins from A. D. 620 ; Bishopi 
Newton from A. D. 727; and Lowman fronii 
A. D. 756. ,, V ..:i u.u ,' .u^i-;J 



long Bince elapsed ; but iii order to our forming a ngbt jnag- 
ment, it is abmlnii^ly necessary to take into consideratloii 
those hypolheses nliich have been refuted by time- The 
weight of any writer's opinion as to the events which seemed 
most clearly to accomplish the prediction, and fis the time 
when the saints were delivered into tile hands of the little , 
horn, cannot be diminished by the failure of his hypothesis. 
It will not be doubted, that the history of all the periods 
fixed OB by others was well known to Mede, and there was 
nothing to prevent hini from chusing any one of them, ex- 
cept that he did not discern among them all, fluch a fulfil:-^ 
ment as he thought that he discovered in the events of the 
year 456. 

His authority, then, whatever it may be, as to the ac- 
cordance of kiitorical facts in 456 with the language of pro^^ 
p/iecy, remains undiminished by the lapse of the 1260 yeari,'; 
because though time may have shewn his opinion to be er-^r 
Toneous, yet it cannot be denied, that all the facts of history j 
lay before him, and that he decided on those which occur-.^ 
red at that period, as best agreeing with the t«rms of the 
prophecy. It is obvious that these remarks apply equally 
to Whiston and other writers, whose aystems have been rm'' 
futed by time. 

" Analysis, vol. ii. p. 1356. ' lb. p. M6. 
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■-■ I cannot help again expressing my astonish- 
ment at the supposed state of the Church of 
God. Is it credible, that she has to wander 
up and down through a period of nearly three 
centuries, enquiring when she was delivered 
into the hand of a cruel and blasphemous ty- 
rant? Are the saints of the Most High so ig- 
norant, not only of their destiny, but of their 
history, as that they know not when, how, or 
by whom, this tremendous prediction was exe- 
cuted 1 The delivery of the saints into the hand 
of their persecutor was surely a solemn act. 
" We may," says Mr. Faber, " naturally con- 
clude, that they were given into his hand, both 
by some formal deed, and some specific person/ 
And might we not expect that this solemn 
act of her delivery, would be known in her as- 
semblies—registered in her calendar— comme- 
morated in her services— never, never lost sight 
of by her members ? But instead of this, the 
saints who were thus delivered up knew nothing 
of the matter. One generation after another 
passed away, and the secret was not disco- 
vered. Centuries rolled on, and the saints 
knew not, that he to whom they looked as their 
father, and their head, was making war upon 
them, and wearing them out. For ages did tha 
church of God quietly follow a hireling, with 



' Vol, 1. p. 189. 
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the brand of perdition on then' foreheads. Was 
there no servant of Christ who, "understood 
the prophecies extant in his days," sufficiently 
to warn his brethren ? — did no eye fall upon 
the tremendous curse, " If any man worship 
the Beast and his image, and receive his mark 
in his forehead, or in his hand, the same shall 
drink of the wine of the wrath of God, which 
is poured out, without mixture, into the cup 
of his indignation ; and he shall be tormented 
with fire and brimstone in the presence of the 
holy angels, and in the presence of the Lamb : 
and the smoke of their torment ascendeth up 
for ever and ever : and they have no rest day 
nor night, who worship the Beast and his image, 
and WHOSOEVER receiveth the mark of 

HIS NAME?" 

Mr. Faber says, " the testimony of those 
who lived before the reformation is peculiarly 
valuable and curious. Much of this has been 
collected by Bishop Newton in his excellent 
deduction of the line of the witnesses through 
the entire period of the dark ages."' He ap- 
pears to have followed the Bishop implicitly, 
and therefore, I wish, before I make any re- 
marks on the testimony which has been col- 
lected, to express my full conviction, that Mr. 
Faber's only fault in this matter has been, that 
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he inconsiderately followed one whom he be- 
lieved capable of such conduct as he has charged 
upon that writer/ 

But taking this testimony as it stands in 
Mr, Faber's abstract, what does it amount to ? 
" Gerbert, Archbishop of Rheims in the year 
991," (that is, 385 years after the time when, 
on Mr. Faber's hypothesis, the saints were de- 
livered into the hand of the little horn,) '* spoke 
of the reigning Pope John XV. in the following 
remarkable terms : * What do you conceive this 
man, sitting on a lofty throne, glittering in pur- 
ple clothing and in gold ; what, I say, do you 
conceive him to be ? If he is destitute of cha- 
rity, and puffed up by knowledge alone, he is 
Antichrist, sitting in the temple of God, and skew- 
ing himself that he is God ;' in other words, he 
is St. Paul's Man of Sin.'' Supposing these 
words to belong to Gerbert, it may be sufficient 
to observe, that if by Antichrist he meant John 
XV. individually y his speech is nothing to our 
purpose ; if he meant to apply the title to him 
Ofi Pope, or to the Papacy, the value of his tes- 
timony may be estimajted frpm the' fact, th^^t he 
afterwards became Pope himself. If, however, 
they are his words, (and they may be, for he is 
said to have collected the acts" of that Council 

' See before, page 40. 
" That is the '' Umge proHxiora acta** as Care calls them, 
which alone contain this spee<$h, 



■which were not known to the world until the 
Centuriators of Magdeburgh published thefn 
from an accurate copy which they fortunately 
had by them,)' — if I say, the words are Ger- 
bert's, he has put them in the mouth of Arnold, 
Bishop of Orleans ; and even if they were 
spoken of the Pope," I think they will by no- 

' They say " cum autem hiijus Synod! acta, id rotuEto 
codice accurate conscrjpta, ad mauum liaberenius : visum 
est ea intcgra inserere ; quia alias non eitabant. Apparet 
autem, Gerbertum fuisse coUectorcm."^Ce;i/. x.p.246. . 

" I cannot help feeling some doubt on this point, because ' 
it seema as if the Bishop was speaking of some one present 
in the Council. The Pope was not there ; Arnold, the Bp. 
of Bheims, was. The Council was convened to investigate 
charges of high treason against him ; and after giving more 
time to the question than it is worth, I feel a suspicion, that 
he was the person intended. But I am quite satisfied, that 
the testimony should remain pointed at John XV. and prove 
all that it fairly can. That it proves the Bishop of Orleans 
to have seriovAly belieeed the Head of his Church, and his 
acknowledged Ecclesiastical Superior to be Antichrist, or 
the Man of Sin, I think the reader will scarcelj' admit, yet' 
this is the very question, and the only one. I am wilbng,"" 
and thankful to acknowledge, that there were those, even 
in that dark age, who saw, and exposed, and resisted, the 
usurpations of the Bisliop of Rome ; and if I have robbed 
Gerbert of this testimony, I will do hira the justice to bring 
forward a better specimen of hia Protestantism, from a let- 
ter of his to Seguin, Archbishop of Seus. " Deus dicit : 
Si peccaverit in te frater tuns, vade et conipe eum, &c. 
Qugmodo igitur vestri ^emuli dicunt, quia in Arnulphi de- 
jectione, Romani Bpiscopi judicium espectandum fuit?' 
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gleans convince tb^ r^dqr^ thatbc \Kboxitterjed' 
theim serlou&Iy h^ieN^ %hf^)Vope, as sufih, tor 
be Antichrist^ though he * migbt^-^ i^ the heat ^ 
declamation, apply that titl^ to any eeelesia^ti^ti 
'* XF 4e^ituie of charity, (f,n^f»ff€d up btf knozoledgd 

s Such as it i(ra$^ however^ it is not pretendeda 
that this testimony was listened to, or that any 
one else repeated it, during more than a teen* 
tury ; and then, says Mr. Fabet, *' In like maii*^^" 
ner, Fluentius Bishop of Florence taught' pu^-" 
licj[y that Antichrist was born and. come into 
the world, for which he was severely reprins 

Foteruntne docere, Romai)i Episcopi judicium, Dei jadkid^ 
m9jwi esse ? Sed primus Romaaonim Episcpporum, hnnuk:^ 
ipsorum Apostolorum princeps clamat, '* Oportet obedira/ 
Deo magis qaam hominibus." Ciamat et ipse orbis terra-^f 
rum mclgistet Paului^, ** Si quis yobis annuntiarent pratet^ 
quod accepistis, etiamm Angelus de cceio, 'anathema-^ siiU^ 
Num quia MareeUinus Papa Jovi thura iHcendtt, ide^i 
c«icti» Episeopis tharificandum fuit ? Constanter dico, quodj; 
s^ipse^Romanus Episoopus in fratrem peccaverit, sa^iusqu^i 
admottitas, Ecclesiam non audierit, hie, inquam, RomanaB/:)^ 
Episeopus praecepto Dei est habeiidus sicut ethnicus et pubk. 
lioiuiub ; <)uanto enim gradus altior, tanto ruina graribr.^ . 
■ ' <HorrorHstrUck at'tiiis «zpk>sioB of -prbtestantiam. Baron? 
niiis^ who quotes it, subjoins — ^^ O !• sententiam Nomine tan^: 
turn sivrmagno aliquo haeretico, scye ifltpodenti valde i8cliistf\ 
matico dignam, qua sacra nimol doiidlia abrogantur, cano^^ 
nes jugulantur, traditiones sufibcantur, et cunota deniquier^ 
jura eoclesiafetica pessumdantur ! ut impossibile videalur #) 
catholioaibomine somaiari ista nediun adeoijprocaeiter^efi^: 
tiri," — Ann. Eccles: A,D.''992, 



manded by the Pope, in the year 1105, and 
strictly forbidden to preach any such doctrine." 
But in fact, though Fluentius preached the 
birth of Antichrist, did he mean to apply this 
title to the Pope, or the Papacy ? What is the 
evidence on which we are expected to believe, 
that this Bishop " publicly taught" that his ec- 
clesiastical superior was Antichrist? I have 
not been able to find any. The Magdeburgh 
Centuriators, indeed, set it down, that as he 
talked of Antichrist, he must " no doubt" have 
meant the Pope.* They were no^ so happy as 
to possess any " acta prolivioj^a" of the council 
which examined him, and those which exist 
throw no light on his sentiments.* They cite 
no writer to confirm their application of his 
words ; nor do they pretend that there was any 
writer who so understood them ; but they admit 
that there were writers who stated that he was 
led to say what he did by natural phenomena, 
such as the faithful of that age expected to 
precede the revelation of Antichrist.' These 



* " Audebat palam asseveiare, AntichriBtumjam Datum 
esae, idque, haud-dubie animadvertit, ex ilia horribili 
roetainoiphosi regni Christi, spiritualis in mundaauui." — 
Cent, xu, cap. ix. Col. 666. 

' Sileutium autem de argumentis ipsius altum est, — lb. 

' Scribunt aliqui, prodigia, quae plurima turn fiebant, 
majorcm ipsi tnateriam cogitandi de Autichristo pnebubse : 
ut c^uo^ mare letrocesserit et similia. Veium 3iNE dubio 
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writers, however they conclude, were mistaken, 
and that '' no doubt" he nmsl have been led to 
form hid opinion from the marks of Antichrist 
which were then visible in the Papacy. Thte 
reader will judge for himself; but I cannot be- 
lieve without good evidence, (and I find none 
at all) that Paschal II. or any Pontiff of the 
twelfth century, would have been satisfied with 
*^ severely reprimanding'' a Bishop who had 
*' publicly taught** that himself, or his office, was 
Antichrist ; though 1 can well understand that 
he might rebuke him for disturbing thie peace 
of dtDciety, and fofbid him to preach what he, 
toost probably, considered not only false but 
mischievous.' 

^avioiibus caitsis, certioribus noiss et characteribtis An- 
tichristi, qatt publice in compectu versabantur, inotus est. 
—lb. 

' ** L6^ Oobbath toid tlie tw^ flobemian Martyrs," sayfc 
BIsbop Hntd, (fntrbd. p. 241^ " were committed to th^ 
Aam^s, for nodiittg so rniicfi, as for asserting tbe impions 
idoctrtne * that tbo Pope was Antichrist." This may be be- 
iieved, and is, indeed, tt^at might have been expected; 
iMit what a sweet-tempered Pontiff must he have been, wbo 
<6dntehted himself with reprimanding a Bishop for having 
**^Hiblicly taught*' this ** impious docterne," and then sent 
him back to his see, with a shnpfe ptobibition. ISTor wiui 
Paschal II., according to Bishop Htird, the only Pope 
wliose christian Ui^kness was ^ns tried and manifested. 
Leo X. he tells us, '^ in the last Lateran Council, gave it in 
charge to all preachers, that notte of them ttbould presume 
to call the Pope, Antichrist, or to treat this obnoxioi£s 
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The only other witnesses, before the time 
of the Waldenses, are St. Bernard and Joachim 
of Calabria. The latter of these Mr. Faber 
states to have " asserted, that Antichrist was 



subject in their discourses to tbe people." (Ibid, p. 2-12. J 
This is a good round assertion ; but it is not supported by 
the garbled citation at the foot of the paa^e, which is as fol- 
lows : " Mandantes omnibus, &c.^ — tempus quoque prmjixttm 
fttturorum malorum, vel antichristi ADVENTUM^prffl- 
dicare, vel asserere, nequaquam prtesumanl. BiN. CoNC. 
Lateral, v. tub Leone X. Seas xi. p. G32." The absurdity 
of a statement which represents a Pope in council, as charg- 
ing his clergy not to call him Antichrist, is apparent ; and 
its falsehood would have been equally manifest if the Bishop 
had cited the whole passage. I subjoin it, printing in ita- 
lict those words which are omitted by the Bialiop. " Man- 
dantes omnibus qui hoc onus tuitinenl, quigae in futuram 
tvstinebunt ut Eeangelicam veritalem, el $anctam scriptvram 
juxta dtxlaralionBtn, intcfrpretatiemem, et ampUalionem doc- 
torum, qiws Ecclesia vel wswi diulumai approhavil, legendot~ 
que hactemis recepit, et in poslenim recipiel, prcedieent ^ 
ea^planent : nee quidquam ejus propria senmi ctmlraritim, aut 
ditaoaum adjiciant, ted iliit temper insitlant, qua ab iptius 
lacrie scripturtB verbis, et prtBfatomm dociorum interpretali- 
onibut, rile et sane intellectit, won discordant, Tempus quo- 
que preefixum futuroruni malorum, vel antichristi adventum 
aut cerium dietn judicii prxdicare, vel asserere nequaquam 
prxsumant, cum Veritas dicat, Non esse vesirum nosse tempora 
vel momenta, quce Pater posuit in ma potestate : ipsosque gui 
haclenui similia asserere auti suiit, mentitos ac eortim causa, 
reliqwoTttm etiam reclc pr<JBdicaniium auctoritali non modicum 
detracium fuiste constel." 1 do not know what edition the 
Bishop used ; but in tbat of Paris, 1636, this passage stands 
Tol. IX. p. 142. 




".already burn in the city oi Rome; tUat he 
'[lf,yfx^}Aid be advanqed to the apoetolic chair, 
Jl^pti would be "ed-aUed above all (hat. is coiled 
," Qod or wornhipped ;" the well known predict- 
" ed characteristic of the Man of Sin." Joachim 
Wiiot, 'perhaps, a person whose testimony would 
p$ called for, if evidence were not very scarce. 
J$ut how dqes it appear that he meant to stig-i 
matize the Pope, or theptf/«(cy, with the name 
of Antichrist ? I conceive that he, like Fln- 
entius, (and, as far as I know, every writer of 
his, or any preceding, age,) expected an indi- 
yiqial Antichrist; and knowing that when .he, 
slioiild be revealed, he would be impiously ex-*, 
alted above all that was called God, or wor- 
shipped, he not unnaturally supposed that he 
wioald fulfil these predictions, by usurping the' 
Ppntifical Chair. What, however, , were his 
re?J sentiments I know not, for I have ;ip,l;, ,t^(^, 
qj§aas of, consulting anthorities. , , • .ro'-^-n 
..rviSt. Bernard's works, however, I do poaseaSiV 
and to them I shall refer the reader; but, let 
nid^first ask, whether it has not struck him as a 
(£ing altogether incredible, that any man should 
haye remained in full communion with one 
whojn.he really btlkved to be Aktichrist ? If 
such a man could be found, would his testi- 
mony weigh one feather, and should we not 
rather be ashamed to cite such a miscreant or, 
madman ? Surely we have talked about Antir, 




66 

Christ, and the Man of Sia, until familiarity 
with the title has beguiled us of all right notion 
respecting the character, or we could never 
seriously argue at this rate. " These witnesses," 
says Mr. Faber, (that is, Gerbert or Arnold, 
Fluentius, Joachim and Bernard — all that can 
be cited until the twelfth century,) " were in 
the very bosom of the Romish church." Yes — 
if their testimony is relevant to the point which 
it is brought forward to establish, they lived 
and died in full communion with one whom 

THEY BELIEVED tO be THE MAN OF SIN in 

profest allegiance to one whom thet consi- 
dered and OPENLT DENOUNCED aS ANTI- 
CHRIST — manfully Bghting under the banner of 
THE SON OF PERDITION, and obeying him with 
humble duty as their spiritual head. It is 
incredible ! Of Gerbert and Fluentius, indeed, 
we know comparatively little— -of Joachim, 
perhaps nothing that should lead us to doubt 
that he might be guilty of any folly or mad- 
ness ; — but it is too much to ask us to believe 
this of St. Bp^mard. Ignorant on some points 
he might be— superstitious on many, he cer- 
tainly was— but it is shameful to drag forth a 
man of his glowing piety, as one who knowingly 
worshipped the Beast, and grasped the right 
hand of Antichrist. U is shameful to pervert 
his words, in order to make it appear as if he 
had wittingly^ leagued with the powers of Hell, 



1, 

J 



67 

and sold himself to the Son of Perdition. And, 
after all, on what evidence are we required to 
believe this? Mr. Faber says, "St. Bernard 
*' himself, however devoted to the Romish 
" church in other respects,^ inveighed loudly 
" against the corruption of the clergy, and the 
" pride and tyranny of the Popes ; saying that 
" they were ministers of Christ, and yet served 
" Antichrist, that nothing remained but that 
" the Man of Sin should be revealed, and that 
" the Beast in the Apocalypse occupied St. 
" Peter's chair." 

I repeat, that I fully acquit Mr. Faber of 
intentional misrepresentation, and that I do not 
mean the expressions which I have used to 
apply to him ; I cannot, however, bring myself 
to qualify them, as it regards Bishop Hurd, 
because he professes to have examined into the 
matter. At the end of a note which 1 shall 
quote presently, he says, " I mention these 
things so particularly to shew, what his senti- 
ments on this head really were ; which have been 
misrepresented by hasty writers, who transcribe 
from each other, without examining, them- 
selves, the authorities, they quote." What, 



■' This expresaion is used also by Bishops Hiiril and 
Newton, He mhf " employpd all the thunder of hU rheto- 
ric, in which faculty he excelled," in proclftiming that the 
Pope w(i.s Antichrist. 
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then, does the Bishop give iis as the real senti- 
ments of St. Bernard? He tells us that, de- 
voted as he was to the church of Rome, " he 
" employed all the thunder of his rhetoric (in 
" which faculty he excelled) against its corrup- 
" tions ; exclaiming that the ministers of Christ 
" were become the servants of Antichrist ; and 
" the Beast of the Apocalypse had seated him- 
" self in St. Peter's chair." And on this pas- 
sage he adds the following note: "Ministri 
Christi sunt £T serviunt antichristo. 
[Serm. sup. Cantic. .r.r.vni.] It is true, by 
Antichrist he seems not to mean the Pope, but 
in general an evil principle, which then domi- 
neered in the church. Yet he refers us to the 
famous passage in the first epistle to the Thes- 
salonians, ch. ii. And he tells us in his 56th 
epistle, that he had heard one Norben, a man 
of exemplary piety say, that Antichrist would 
be revealed in that age. Hence it seems pro- 
bable that some one person or power was in his 
eye. After all, he says, that Norbert's reasons 
did not satisfy him. Yet, in another epistle, 
he asserts expressly— Bestia ilia deApocalypsi, 
cui datum est os loquens blasphemias, et bellum 
gerere cum Sanctis, Petri Cathedram oc- 
cupAT, tanquam leo paratus ad prgedam. Ep. 
cxxv.; which was, in other words, to call the 
Pope Antichrist. It is evident that St. Bernard 
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applied the prophecies in the Revelations to the 
successor of St. Peter."*' 

' There is no doubt that the words first cited 
in this note, stand in one of St. Bernard's Ho- 
milies, but as the Bishop admits that they do 
not seem to mean that the Pope was Antichrist, 
it is unnecessary to say any thing on the sub- 
ject. Here, as elsewhere, St. Bernard's voice 
is raised with holy and fervent indignation 
against the corruption of the age, but it is false 
to insinuate that he called those of whom he 
spoke, " ministers of Antichrist," because they 
were ministers of the Papacy, and it would 
never have been thought of by any unprejudiced 
writer.** As fairly might we charge a priest of 
the Church of England with high treason, if, 
in a torrent of invective, he should tell his pa- 

^ Introduction. Senn. i^ii. p. 234. 
^ Let the reader judge. <' Vae generation! huic a fer- 
mento Pharis^eorum, quod est hypocrisis ! si tamen hypo- 
crisis dici debet, quae jam latere prae abundantia non valet, 
et prae impudentia non quaerit. Sierpit hodie putida tabes per 
omne corpus Ecclesiae et quo latius, eo desperatii^s ; eoque 
periculosius, quo interius. Nam si iniifurgeret apertus ini- 
micus haereticus absconderet se forsitan ab eo. Nunc vero 
quem ejiciet aut a quo abscondet se ? Omnes amici, et omnes 
inimici : omnes necessarii, et' omnes adversarii : omnes do- 
mesti^i, et nulH psicifici : omnes proximi et omnes quae sua 
sunt quaerunt. Ministri Christi sunt, et serviunt Anti- 
christo" 



rishioners, that they were subjects of the prince 
of darkness. " Yet," says the Bishop, " he 
refers us to II. Thes. ii." No doubt he does ; 
but not as the Bishop would insinuate, in any 
way that should connect the Pope or the Pa- 
pacy with that prediction. He says, indeed, 
after inveighing against the vices and luxuries, 
and the corruptions of his age, that nothing 
remained but that Antichrist should be revealed 
to seduce those who were yet abiding in Christ, 
and standing fast in the simplicity of the gos- 
pel, if any such were still left : a sufficient 
proof, if any were wanting, that he did not 
believe that Antichrist had been already reveal- 
ed in the Papacy. This, indeed, appears from 
the next point stated by the Bishop. St. Ber- 
nard, he says, " tells us in his 56 epistle, that 
he had heard one Norbert, a man of exemplary 
piety, say, ' that Antichrist would be revealed 
in that age ! ' Hence it seems probable that 
some one person or power was in his eye." 
Undoubtedly one person was in his eye— in 
conformity with the general opinion of his own, 
and preceding ages, he expected an individual 
Antichrist, who should raise " a general perse- 
cution of the church," and this is manifest from 
this very epistle ; but the Bishop did not quote 
what relates to this point, feeling, I presume, 
that it would be rather too much to ask his 
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readers to believe, that St. Bernard actually- 
expected the Pope, or the Papacy, to raise 
" a general persecution of the church."' 

But the most disgraceful citation is that 
which follows : " Yet," says the Bishop, (again 
insidiously connecting things which -have bo 
connection whatever) in another epistle he as- 
serts expressly — " Bestia ilia de Apocalypsi, 
cui datum est os loquens blasphemias, et hel- 
ium gerere cum Sanctis Petri cathedram 
occuPAT, tanquam leo paratus ad pnedam, 
Ep. cxxv : which was in other words to call 
the Pope, Antichrist." These are indeed the 
words of Bernard ; but it seems impossible to 
suppose, that Bishop Hurd was ignorant that 
by the " apocalyptic beast," St. Bernard meant, 
not the Pope, but, the Antipope ; and by the 
"saints" with whom he made war, the Pope 
and his adherents. In fact, that the " leg 
paratus ad prasdam" was Peter Leo who, having 
usurped the pontifical chair, under the title of 
Anacletus II, had driven Innocent II. from 

' " Verum d« Aatichristo cum inquireretn quid lentiret, 
duraate adliuc ea, quae nunc est, generatione revelandum 
illuiu esse se certissime scire proteatatus est. Atcum earn- 
dem certitudiDem unde haberet, sciscitanti mihi exponerc 
vcllet; audito quod respondit, non me illud pro ccrto cre- 
dere debere putavi. Ad summam tamen hoc asseruit, 



} mortem, nisi prius videat gcneraleni in Ecclesia 
persecutionem." Ep. lei. 





Rome. Against this usurper, Bernard's lan- 
guage is as unmeasured, as his devotion to the 
Pope. He calls him the Man of Sin, the Apo- 
calyptic Beast, and the abomination of desola- 
tion ! but how does he speak of the Pope, in 
the very letter quoted by Bishop Hurd ? It is 
addressed to Geoffrey of Loroux ; its object 
is simply to stir him up to assist the exiled 
Pontiff, and he recites with exultation a list of 
the sovereigns who, with their clergy, and sub- 
jects, adhered to Pope Innocent " as child- 
ren TO THEIR FATHER, AS MEMBERS TO THE 

ipEAD." In short, in the language of Bernard, 
(aiid I wish I could suppose the Bishop not to 
have known it) the Pope is the Lord's Anoint- 
Eo-i— the Pope is THE Christ, and the Anti- 
Pbt^' is Antichrist.' Bishop Hurd might. 
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' TempUB faciendi nunc, quia diasipaveru at legem. Be»- 
tia ilia de Apocalypsi cui datiau est os loquens blatipliemias, 
et bellum ^rere cudi Sanctis, Petri cathedrain occupat, 
taiiquam leo paialns ad precdam. Altera, quoque bestia" 
(Gerardus Engolismensrs) "juxta voa subsibilat, sicut ca- 
tuluB habitans in abdJtis. Ilia ferocior, ista callidior, pari- 
ter coDvenetunt in unum adversus Dominum, et aj>- 
VERSUB CHRISTUM EJUS. Demus operaui cito diruiupere 
viDculaeonim, et projicere a nobisjugum ipsorum. Nos ia 
nostris portibus, una cum aliis Dei survis diviuo igne accca- 
us, Deo cooperante laboiavimiis in coDvenieudo populos iu 
unum, et reges ad diTumpendiim pravorum conseDSum, ad 
deBtnteudam omnem altitudinem extollentem ae adreisus 
scietitiam Dei. Nee iiifructuose. Alemaiiiiia;, Frauciie, 
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pei'haiJS tiiiuk that he was doing God service ; 
but surely every honest man will look with 
scorn, and indignatiou, on such falsehood. 

Anglian, Scotia, Hispaniarum, et Jero!iolymorum Rcges, 
cum iiniverso Clero ct Populis, favent et adhxrent Domino 
ImiDcentio tanquam filii patri, tanquam capiti 
HBUBRA, aoUiciti servare unitatem spiritus in vinculo pa- 
cis." Could Bishop Hurd have read this letter ? or that 
which precedes it, and be^Ds " Ut verbis vos propheticis 
alloquar, ' Consolatiu abscondita eat id oculia quia mors di- 
vidit inter fratres.' Quidam enim juzta Isaiam videntur 
fcedus percussisse cum morte, et cum inferno fecisse pactum. 
Ecce namque Chhistus Domini jste Innocentius 
positus est in niinam et in resurrectionem multorum. Nam 

QUI Dei sunt LIBENTER JUNGUNTUR EI : QUI AXITBM 
EX ADVEHSO STAT AUT AnTICHKISTI EST, AUT ANTI- 

CHRISTUS. Cemitur abominatio stare in loco sancto, quern 
ut obtineret incendit ignis sanctuarium Dei. Persequitur 
Innooentium, et cum eo omnem Innocentiam. Fugit ille ni- 
mirum a facie Leonis &c." — Ep. cxiiv. Again, when 
Innocent had fled to Pisa, Bernard thus wrote to the inha- 
bitants ; " AsBumitur Pisa in locum Romse et de cunctis 
urbibua terrsB ad Apostolicae Sedis culmen eligitur. Nee 
fortuitu sive liumano coiitigit istud consilio : sed CBleeti pro- 
videntia, et Dei benigno farore fit, qui diligentes se diliget, 
qui dixit Christo suo Innocentio, " Pisam inliabita, 
et ego benedicens bcnedicam ei." — Ep. cxxx. In his letter 
to the Bishops of Aquitaine against Gerard of Angouleme, 
(the person alluded to in the former letter as a second and 
more crafty beast,) he says of Anacletus, " Quis vero ille, 
nisi HOMO FECCATi, qui super electuni a catholicis catho- 
licum, et caoonice, locum sanctum invasit, quern tamen, 
non quia sanctuK, sed quia sumraus eat, affectavit ? "—Ep. 
cxxvi, Bernard's idea of what the Bishop of Rome was, 
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I think it must strike those who read Bishop 
Newton's "deduction of the Line of Witnesses 
through the entire period of the Dark Ages," 

as to his olEce, and ought to be, as to hie character, may 
be gathered from the following address to hia own son in the 
faith Pope Eugenius III. : " CoDsideies ante omnia Sanc- 
tam Romauam JEcclesiam, cuiDeo auctorepriees, ecclesianim 
matrem esse, non Dominain : te vero non Dominum Epiaco- 
porua, sed mum ex ipsis ; porro fratrem diligentura Deum, 
et participem timentium eum. De cetero oportere te esse 
consjdera formam justitiae, saactimoniee speculum, pietatis 
exemplar, assertoiera veritatis, fidei defensorem, doctoreift 
gentium, Chriatianorum ducem, amicum sponsi, sponsic pa- 
ranymphum, cleri ordinatorem, pastorem plebium, magistnim 
insipientiuin, refugium oppressorum, pauperum advocatum, 
laiseronim spem, tutorem pupillorum, judicero viduarum, 
ocHlom csecoruHi, linguam mutorum, baculum senum, ulto- 
Fem ecelernm, malorum metum, bonorum gloriam, Tirgam 
potentium, malleum ttfTannonim, regent pairem, legvm mo~ 
deratorem, canonum dispensatorem, lal terrte, orbis lumeH 
Mcerdotem AUhrivti, ViCABluM Christi, Christum 
Domini : postremo Dkum Pharaonis." De Contid. 
I. IV. c. vii. The reader will hardly be persuaded that B^- 
oard addressed this to one whom he even suspected of being 
the Man of Sin ; but (long as thia note is) let me do justice 
to his protestant spirit, by extracting the following address 
to the same Pontifl': " Hie, bic, non parco tibi, ut parcat 
Deus. Pastorem te populo huic certe atit nega, aut eshibe. 
T4^on negabis : nc cujus sedem tenes, te neget hseredem, 
Fetrus hie est qui nescitur procesaisse aliquando Tel gemmi* 
ornatus, vel sericis ; non tectus auro, non vectus equo albo, 
nee stipatus milite, nee circumstrepentibus septus ministriB. 
Absque hia tamen credidit satis posse impleri salutare maa- 
dfttum, ' Si amai me, poKe ovei meat.' In his successisti. 
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as a very remarkable, if not incredible, thing, 
that the apocalyptic witnesses should have 
prophesied for ages with the mark of the 
BEAST on their foreheads. Yet I know not 
what else to understand. Did the witness Ger- 
bert pass through his Pontificate without the 
mark of the Beast ? Did the Bishop of Orleans, 
the Archbishop of Florence, and the Abbots of 
Flora and Clairvaux, escape the stigma? If 
Bernard had not the mark of the Beast, that 
mark is not, I think, to be found in prostrate 
devotion to the Papacy ; yet if protestation 
against the corruption of the church, and com- 
parative purity of doctrine, did not constitute 
him a witness, I know not what man beftjre his 
time could claim that character. It is indeed 
seizing two masters in a way of which I can 
form no idea, and seems to me to be joining 
together, what God has put asunder, as far as 
the East from the West. I think the devotion 

noD Fetro sed Constantino. Consulo toleranda pro tem- 
pore, non afTectanda pro debito. Ad ca te pol^iis inclto 
quoiiun te scio debitorem. Etsi purpumtus, etsi deauratus 
incedens non cat tamen quod horreas operam curamve pastp- 
ralem, pustotishierea : non est quod erubescas Kvangelium. 
Qnanquam a volens evangelizes, inter AposLoIoa quidem 
fitiam gloria est tibi. Evangclizare, pascers est. Fac opus 
Erangclistic, et pastoiia opus impleati. Dracones, inquis, 
me uones pascere, et scorptoneB, non oves. Propter hoc, 
inquam, niagis aggredere eos ; sed VBBBO, mm f^kro," — 
J}e Cimxid, lii, iv. e, iii. 




which our Lord and Master requires, will not 
'permit us to talk of a mail's being an accredited 
witness for Christ, on some points, " though in 
'other respects devoted" to Antichrist. I leave 
it to others to explain how a man can at once 
bear on his forehead the mark of the Beast and 
the Seal of the living God.^ 

Such, however, are the witnesses adduced ; 
and I think the reader will agree with Mede, 
who states, that until the twelfth century, no 
one suspected that the Pope was Antichrist, and 
"fixes the yeai' 1120 as the beginning of the se- 
paration of the pious from the church of Rome.'' 

,^1 < See Scott's Commentary on Rer. xiv. 1 — 5, where 
^Q identities the hondred and forty and four thousand who 

I fWere sealed, with the witnesses : and adds from Mr. Faber, 
" by these hundred and forty-fonr thousand I understand 

' peculiarly tkc dcpreSKd church ia the Kildemest, previous to 
the time of the Reformation : for history sofficiently demon- 
'strates, that there hare been in every age some faithfal wor- 

' dippers, who consented not to the general apmtaey, but 
'who prophesied, althong;h in sackcloth, a^nst its abomi- 



'; '' " Noodum enim Romannm Fontificem esse ma^nm 
Hlum et rupias dictnm Anttcfaristnm vel Florenljnus Antis- 

'tes, vel alii tntpieati tuttt : sed alium triennatem et semes- 
trem expectabant." And he adds, after speaking of a work 
jjoid to be written in the year 1120, " Atqne hoc fuit seces- 
aionis piorum a Romana Ecclesia initiom ; neque ante hoc 
tempos qnici] nam ex omni christianoram memoria auditam 
fuisse crediderim de Papatu magno illo et xvpius dicto An- 
tichristo, neque alinm expect andiim ' 



." — Jtev. Ant. 
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He is therefore obliged to suppose, that " the 
saints" had followed Antichrist nearly seven 
hundred years without finding it out. During 
that period 1 think it must be admitted, that 
they did not know, that they had been delivered 
into the hand of the little horn, and that the 
Pope did not assume that character by making 
war upon them. 

Let me not be misunderstood to be the ad- 
vocate of the Papacy. God forbid that I should 
deny, or extenuate, its heresies or its crimes ; 
least of all would I do it, while the mushroom 
wisdom of '* a liberal and enlightened age" is 
endeavouring to confound all distinctions in reli- 
gion — when the brayings of operative declaimers 
echo back the bleatings of higher assemblies, 
to assure us that Protestants are Papists in all 
but the name, and that the fathers of our church 



Worki, p. 721, 732. " Mr. Mede aii|iposeH, and seems in- 
deed to have prored, that the true doctrine of Antichrist 
was, and was intended to be, a mystery, or secret, till the 
twelfth century. Whence it follown, that the testimouiea 
hitbcrto alledged are only passionate or declamatory exag- 
gerations, or to be esteemed, as he says, pro paraboHcc 
etxar' uu&jiTiv diclU, declamatoTum more, — Workt, p. 122. 

I admit tiie truth of the observation." Will the reader 

believe . that these arc the words of Bishop Hard ? If he 
doubts, let him refer to a note, on the very page opposite to 
that which I have quoted, and understand, if he can, the 
attempt which is there made to reconcile statemcats so con- 
trodictory. 
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died at tlie stake to maintain a distinction with- 
out a difference. These are days when all pro- 
testants, and especially a protestant clergy, are 
called upon to watch against, and resist, the 
attacks of their enemies, and the more mis- 
chievous ignorance of their friends, I know 
that they cannot do this without the hazard of 
misconstruction— so liberal indeed has this age 
become, to all but old-fashioned principles, that 
if they express their opinion, the clergy may 
be charged with interested views ; and, even in 
quarters where it might be expected that high 
association would at least restrain individual 
grossness, if it could not give candour, courtesy, 
or wisdom, they may be told that it is done 
" in a way of trade." It is nevertheless to be 
done by all fair, honest and christian means ; 
and, at such a time, as a priest of the Church 
of England, I should be sorry to be thought, 
for one moment, the advocate of a corrupt 
church, from which, through God's mercy, we 
are separated, not merely by name, or political 
constitution, but by a pure and scriptural faitfa. 
Yet, sure I am, that the protestant cause re- 
quires not error or even false colouring for its 
support ; and I would not willingly suppose any 
reader so dishonest, as to wish for the suppres- 
sion of truth. Surely, even if we should not 
consider the Papacy either as Antichrist or the 
little horn, we leave it more curses than its 
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bitterest enemy could desire to see fulfilled. 
Surely it has blood enough to answer for, if we 
look only to its transactions shice the twelfth 
century. And in fact, what did the Bishops 
of Rome do for ages after the period when the 
saints were delivered into their Iiands, that 
could be called making war upon them, oveb- 
coMiNG, and wearing them out? "The 
quiescence of the little horn," after the delivery 
of the saints into his hand, is treated as a thing 
not naturally to be supposed, yet so far as I can 
learn from history, there had been Bishops of 
Rome tor more than a thousand years, before 
any one of them took upon him to make war 
upon the saints.' During all this time (if they 
opposed the progress of his pretensions to su- 
premacy) the saints never doubted that he was 
a christian bishop — never withdrew from christ- 
ian communion with him — never once suspect- 
ed, that they were sealing their own damnation, 
by receiving his mark on tl\eir foreheads. i 

It appears to me, that the line of argument 
pursued by Bishop Hurd, in order to prove that 
Pagan Rome was not Antichrist, is of equal, or 
even greater force to shew, that the Bishop of 
Rome is not Antichrist, or the little horn : " now 
this circumstance," says the Bishop, " ye will 

' " The Man of Sin," says Bishop Hurd, " had a cofi- 
venient time to displny himeelf, and to grow up," Sic. p. 3a& 
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surely think, not a little remarkable, tliat tliey, 
who lived under the Emperors, and felt the 
whole weight of their tyrannous persecution, 
should not apply the prophetic notes and cha- 
racters of Antichrist, to than, if indeed the pro- 
phecies had been fairly capable of such appli- 
cation. This, I say, is exceedingly remark- 
able ; for men are but too apt even to wrest the 
Scriptures to a sense, which favours their own 
cause, or gratifies their passions ; and to find a 
completion of prophecy in events, which fall 
out in their own days, and concern themselves 
(as we see from so many absurd applications of 
the Apocalypse, justly objected to protestant 
writers ;) though, when such events are passed, 
and impartially considered, no such accomplish- 
ment of prophecy can be discerned in them. 

"When the church of Rome, therefore, now 
pretends that Antichrist is to be sought in Im- 
perial and Pagan Rome, ye will naturally ask 
how it came to pass, that flie ancient fathers, 
who had the best opportunity of seeing the con- 
formity of the prophecies, and were so much 
interested in those transactions, should yet over- 
look such conformity, if it had been real, and 
fairly marked out by the 'prophecies, when in- 
terpreters of these days are so quick sighted ? 
And to this question, no just and satisfactory 
answer can be given, but that in the opinion of 
those fathers, the characters of Antichrist were 




I 



not sufficiently applicable to the Roman Empe- 
rors ; or if they were, that certain express 
clauses in the prophecies themselves forbade 
that application of them. Either way, their 
conduct forms a strong presumption, that the 
Antichrist of the prophets, was not, and could 
not be, the Roman Emperor." '' 

Bishop Newton, opposing Wetstein, uses a 
similar argument; " If this prophecy was fui- 
fulfiUed as these critics conceive, before the 
destruction of Jerusalem, it is surprising that 
none of the fathers should agree with any of 
them in the same application, and that the dis- 
covery should first be made sixteen or seventeen 
hundred years after the completion. The fa- 
thers might differ, and be mistaken in the cir'- 
cumstances of a prophecy which was yet to be 
fulfilled ; but that a prophecy should be remark- 
ably accomplished before their time, and they 
be totally ignorant of it, and speak of the ac- 
complishment as still future, is not very credi- 
ble, and will always be a strong presumptive 
argiunent against any such interpretation."' 

If the Pope did not for so many ages per- 
form the part assigned to the little horn, it may 
well lead us to suspect, that he was not the 
person prefigured by that symbol ; if he did, it 



" Introduction, p, 222. 
' Diss. XXU. vol. II. p. ! 
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is strange indeed, that those " who had the best 
opportunity of seeing the conformity of the pro- 
phecies, and were so much interested in those 
transactions, should yet overlook such confor- 
mity, if it had been real and fairly marked out 
by the prophecies." 

But, explaining as we may, the ignorance 
of former ages, what is the state of things now ? 
Here is the church of Christ, after writhing a 
millenium under the tyranny of the blasphemer, 
asking when came I into his hands? Am I 
there now ? It is strange indeed, that she 
should need to ask these questions ; but it is 
stranger still, that her most enlightened guides 
should not agree in an answer. Surely this is 
not a suboi-dinate matter ; and surely it is not a 
trifling discrepancy, when Mede and Bishop 
Newton (to say nothing of the living) diflFer 
almost three centuries. Widely as I disagree, 
on some points, with the writer of an article in 
tlie Theological Review, which has fallen into 
my hands since most of these pages were writ- 
ten, I entirely concur with him when, speaking 
of the Apocalyse, he says, " The mine has not 
yet been laid open, and no man must feel him- 
self entitled to say, that it shall have been 
opened by himself, but on the evidence of some- 
thing more authentic than his own belief of his 
success. The prophecy was given, as all pro- 
phecies, for the honour of God, and the enlight- 
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ening of man. To say that it is incapable of 
clear and convincing interpretation ; is to say, 
what we cannot under any shape admit, that 
the design of God has been frustrated. But as 
its purpose was to produce conviction, it must 
be laid down as a first principle with the inter- 
preter, that GENERAL CONVICTION IS THE 
ONLY TEST. The individual or his party may 
be satisfied, but this is nothing, without the 
satisfaction of that various multitude, whose 
vei-dict is beyond partiality or passion, and for 
whose wisdom, encouragement, and advance in 
the faith, all revelation was given,"'" ^ • 

This " general conviction" (thanks be to 
God,) we have in some cases. We can, and 
we do, look to fulfilled prophecy as a bulwark 
of our faith. After the prophet had said, " Be- 
hold a virgin shall conceive and bear a child," 
ages rolled on ; and while it was still future, 
we know not how much, or by how many, it 
was understood : but we know, that when " the 
fulness of the time was come," and the predic- 
tion was accomplished, the church of God was 
not suffered to remain in darkness— she was 
not left to wander up and down, asking "Is 
this He that should come, or look we for ano- 
ther?" No— from the day of Simeon to this 
hour, her joyful acclamation hath been, " Untp 

■iVt-' " No. vii, p. 120. I,, 
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us a child is born, unto us a son is given"'— her 
steady eye has never turned from the bright star 
of hope and promise that first led her to Beth- 
lehem—her unwavering faith has been, that he 
was despised and rejected of men, and that 
they hid as it were their faces from him ; her 
well authenticated records attest, as matters of 
history, how all they that saw him laughed him 
to scorn— that they pierced his hands and his 
feet"-that they parted his garments among 
them, and on his vesture they cast lots~-that 
they gave him vinegar to drink. His disciples 
know well, when, and how, he was numbered 
with transgressors, and how his grave was made 
with the wicked and with the rich in his death. 
But there is no need to argue this matter— 
we point the infidel to the captive Jew, and tlie 
wandering Arab ; but who challenges him with 
the slain witnesses ? Wc set before him the 
predicted triumphs of Cyrus ; but do we expect 
his conversion from the French Revolution and 
the conquests of Napoleon? We send him to 
muse on the ruined city of David, and to search 
for the desolate scite of Babylon ; but who 
builds his argument on the opened seals of the 
Apocalypse ? And why is this ? I do not speak 
hastily, and I would not speak uncharitably— - 
but I cannot suppress my conviction, that it is 
because the necessity of filling up a period of 
1260 years, has led to such forced interpretation 
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of language, and to such a constrained acqui- 
escence in what is unsatisfactory to sound judg- 
ment, that we should be afiraid not only of 
incurring his ridicule, but of his claiming the 
same licence, which we have ourselves been 
obliged to assume. I firmly believe that the 
error lies, in adopting an interpretation, which 
requires us to spread the events predicted re- 
specting three years and a half, over more than 
twelve centuries ; and which thus sends us to 
search the page of history for the accomplish- 
ment of prophecies still unfulfilled. The im^ 
portance of rectifying such an error, if it exists^ 
will be admitted by all; and the question of 
its existence, is that which I wish to see in- 
vestigated. I therefore beg the reader, whom 
I would willingly suppose to prefer truth to 
system, to examine the prophecies in questicm ; 
endeavouring, for the time, to forget whatever 
he may know of the various interpretations 
which have been offered : and may He, who is 
the Author and Giver of every good and perfect 
gift, grant to him, and to myself, by his grace 
and his Spirit, a right judgment to understand, 
and a true faith to believe,- whatever he has 
seen fit to reveal in his most holy word ! 
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